Approved For Retease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354860400010001-2
SECRET/EXDIS

-

SCC
Session ITIT

DOE, DOS & OSD 4 : A-259

REVIEWS
COMBEETED.

1

P N AN

US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

Meeting, June 18-19, 1974
Soviet Mission, Geneva

Persons Present:

Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr. Karpov

Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald Mr. Yereskcvsky

It. Col. DeSimone (vart-time) . Capt. Kuznetsov (part-time)

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter Capt. Korobchenko (part-time)
(part-time) Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter)

At 2230 hours on June 18, 1974, Mr. Graybeal received a
telephone call from Mr., Karpov, who stated that the Soviet
Component had Jjust received word from Moscow and would like to
meet with Mr. Graybeal at his convenience. Mr. Graybeal pro-
posed that the meeting be held at the Soviet Mission at 2300

“ hours on June 18. )

Meeting, June 18, 1974
(2300 to 2345 hours)

Present at the meeting on the US side were: Mr. Graybeal,
Brig. Gen. Georgi, and Col. FitzGerald. The Soviet Component
was represented by Brig. Gen. Ustinov, Mr. Karpov, Mr. Yereskovsky,
and Mr. Marchuk.

Commissioner Ustinov welcomed Graybeal to the Soviet Mission
and said that he had just received information from Moscow con-
cerning Paragraph III.2 of the Irocedures for Strategic Offensive
Arms, which paragraph he and Graybeal had previously discussed
and which Graybeal had touched upon on June 17.

Ustinov saild that he was instructed by Moscow to inform
Graybeal of the Soviet Government's proposed formulation for
Paragraph IIT.2 of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms.
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He then read and handed to Mr. Graybeal a Working Document of the
Soviet Component containing that formulation (Attachment No. 1).

Commissioner Graybeal said that in principle the Sovietl-
proposed wording was acceptable to the US Component. He proposed
that the phrase "or destruction" be inserted between the words
"dismantling" and "of replaced submarines" in the first sentence.
He also clarified that the word "plants", which had appeared
in the context of SCC-IIT negotiations for the first time, was
synonymous with the US-proposed wording--"major shipyards."

General Ustinov agreed that it would be possible to insert
the phrase "or destruction" in the document on whilch the Commis-
sioners were working. He also agreed that the Soviet words for
"plants" and "shipyards" were synonymous with each other and
equivalent to the US phrase "major shipyards.”

Mr. Graybeal thén stated that he could agree to the wording
proposed by the Soviet side as amended by nim.

General Ustinov said that inasmuch as the US side had agreed
to the above wording for Paragraph III.2, he had instructions to
inform Graybeal of a second matter. Ustinov had been instructed
by the Soviet Government to initial, here in Geneva, the Protocols
and Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms and for ABM Systems
.and Their Components, so that these documents could be signed in
Moscow during the forthcoming Summit Meeting.

Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov and confirmed his agreement to
Paragraph 1l1l.2 with the minor modifications which Graybeal had
proposed. He added that this agreement to Paragraph III.2 was
reached with the understanding for the record that the Atlantic
Coast area of the United States included the Gulf Coast area, and
that this is understood by both the Commissioners. He concluded
that he was prepared to initial the four documents as soon as
the typing was completed of the as yet non-conformed portion of
the Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures.

General Ustinov proposed that the sides complete the neces-
sary Typing at thelr respective Missions and that the US Component
return to the Soviet Mission at 0130 hovrs on June 19 to initial
the four documents. '

Mr. Graybeal agreed.
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Mr, Karpov stated that, in looking at the sample final
pages for the Protocols which the US Component had furnished
to Mr. Yereskovsky on June 17, he had noticed that the US-
proposed format did not contain a signature block for the
respective Commissioners, He asked whether the US Component
had received instructions from Washington to delete these
signature blocks.

Mr. Graybeal answered in the negative. He said that the
US side had followed the procedure set by Ambassador Smith and
Minister Semenov when they initialed the text of the "Measures
Agreement" in Helsinki in 1971.

Mr. Karpov stated that, since neither Component apparently
had received instructions from its Government to delete the
signature blocks on the two Protocols, the Soviet Component
wanted to propose that the signature blocks be shown on the
texts which were to be initialed.

Mr. Graybeal agreed, but emphasized that in so doing the
Commissicners would not be prejudging who would actually sign
the documents in Moscow.

General Ustinov agreed, and adjourned the meeting.

’

Meeting, June 19, 1974
(0145 to 0315 hours)

At 0145 hours, FitzGerald, accompanied by DeSimone and
Arensburger, met at the Soviet Mission with Yereskovsky,
Kuznetsov, Marchuk, and Korobchenko. They conformed the
English and Russian language versions of the new page 4 of the
Protocols, as well as Paragraphs III.2, 3, 4, and 5 and Section
IV of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms. At 0215
hours they were joined by the other US and Soviet participants
for the final meeting of the SCC.

Commissioner Ustinov declared the final meeting of SCC-III

-open, commenting that it was taking place at a most unusual time.

He suggested that he and Graybeal, according to the agreement
between them, proceed with initialing the documents which had
been prepared,

Commissioner Graybeal said he agreed completely with
Ustinov's suggestion.
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Graybeal and Ustinov then initialed the Protocols and
Procedures for strategic offensive arms and for ABM systems and
their components, and.exchanged the appropriate original copies
in English and Russian (Attachments Nos. 2, 3, 4, and 5).

Mr, Graybeal then made a prepared statement (Attach-
ment No. 0). )

General Ustinov then delivered his prepared statement
(Attachment No. 7).

Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov, and said he shared the views
Ustinov had expressed concerning the work accomplished by the
Deputy Commissioners, Executive Secretaries, interpreters, and
all the members of both Components of the SCC. He added that it
was interesting to note that tnz success of our work was so
similarly reflected in the statements he and Ustinov had made,
and said he thought this reflected, in turn, the degree of success
we had achleved through direct and frank exchanges at all levels
with an understanding of the views of the other side., an attri-
bute which he thought would serve us well in future SCC sessions.

With respect to press releases, he said that he had a copy
of the press release the US side intended to make tomorrow, which
had already been discussed between our Executive Secretaries and
Deputy Commissioners (Attachment No. 8). It contained no men-
tion of the Procedures or of our work at .SCC-III, hut simply
noted the closing of this SCC session along with the commernt we
normally included concerning the scope and purpose of the SCC.
Graybeal concluded by noting that we intended to tell our press
representative, and he thought the Soviet side would agree, that
we had had a one-hour meeting on June 18 and a two-hour meeting
on June 19, without any reference to the time of day that these
had taken place. In this way we intended to avoid any specula-
tion concerning the nature of these meetings based on the unusual
hours at which they had taken place.

General Ustinov said that the Soviet side's press release
would conform with the description Graybeal had just provided of
the precs release the US side intended to make, and also contain
a comment concerning our agreement on the opening date of the
next SCC session.

Mz, Graybeal said he agreed.

General Ustinov asked whether the US side had anything to
add at this closing meeting.
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Mr. Graybeal said he thought not, but he did want to express
his great appreciation to the Soviet side for the timely calling

of our meetings tonight.

General Ustinov said that in that case he personally, along
with Mr. Karpov and all the members of the Soviet Component,
wanted to wish Graybeal bon voyage and a happy landing in Wash-
ington. He then said thalt with Graybeal's consent, he would like
to declare this final meetlng of SCC-IIT closed, and invite the US
Component to mark the occasion with a glass of champagne.

Attachments:

1. Soviet Working Document on Para. III.2, Offen81vc
Procedures

. Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, US Version,
English Text

. Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, US Version,

Russian Text

Procedures for ABM Systems, US Version, English Text

Procedures for ABM Systems, US Version, Russian Text

Graybeal Statement

Ustinov Statement

o~NOYWUITE W
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Official Translation

Working Document of the
Soviet SCC Component
June 18, 1974

Dismantling oi replaced submarines shall be |
accomplished only at plants (ghipyards) which
carry out construction and repair of submarines,
and which are situated on the Northern and
Pacific coasts of the USSR and on the Atiantic and

Pacific coasts of the continental part of the USA,.
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Attachment No. 2

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

PROTOCOL

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF,
FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation
of the Interim Agreement between the United Sfates of
America and the Union of Sovie% Socialist Republics on
Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic
Offensive Arms of May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto,
and the Agreed Statements regarding thdt Agréement, the
Parties thereto have within the framework of the Standing
Consultative Commission agreed upon procedures governing
replacement, dismantling or destruction, and notification
thereof, for strategic offensive arms limited by that
Interim Agreecment, as formulated in the Attachment hereto

which constitutes an integral part of this Protocol.

The Parties have also agreed on the following general

guidelines:

49
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1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to
systems to be ‘replaced and dismentled or destroyed

pursuant to the provisions of the Interim Agrecment

2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic
missile (ICBM) launchers or ballistic-missile submarines
and subﬁérine—launched ballistic missile (SLBM) launchers
shall be on the basis of Articles III and IV of +the
Interim Agreement, the Protocol thereto, and applicable

Agreed Statements;

K 3. Dismantling or destruction proéedures for ICBM
T launchers and associated facilities and for ballistic-
missile submarines and SIBM launchers shall ensure that
they would be put in a condition that precludes the -
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs or SLBMs,
respectively; shall ensure that reactivation of units
dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time
of those units would not be substantially less than the
time required for new construction; and shall preclude
unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction;

Y.
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L, Dismaﬁtling or destruction procedures shall be
formulated separately for soft and for silo land-based
ICBM launchers as well as for baIlistic-missile submarines

and SLBM launchers;

5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction
procedures shall ensure that adequate verification can
be accomplished by national technical means in accordance

with Article V of the Interim Agreement ;

6. After dism@ptling or destruction in accordance
with the attached Péocedures, facilities remaining at
land-based ICBM launch sites, and submarines, may, at
the discretion of the Parties, be used for purposes not
inconsistent with thc provisions of the Interim Agreement

and the Protocol thereto;

7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type
of 1auﬂchers on which dismantling- or destruction has
been completed and is in process, and of the number of

launchers used for replacement; and

g4,
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8. The number of replacement ballistic-missile

submarines which are under construction simultaneously

" shall not exceed a number consistent with a normal

construction schedule. A normal, construction schedule
is understood to be one conslistent with the past or

resent construction practices of each Party.
b P N

This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall
enter into force upon signature of this Protocol and
remain in force for the duration or the Interim Agreement,
and may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission

as it deems approp;;ate.

Done at Moscow on 1974, in two copies,
each in the English and Russian languages, both texts

being equally authentic.

Commissioner, Commissioner,
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist
America ' Republics

| p | )

Geneva,

June 19, 1974

-
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ATTACHMENT

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPTACEMENT, DISMANTLING
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF,
FOR OTRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

I. General

1. Within the limits of the levels established for
each Party,.launchers for land-based intercontinental
ballistic missiles gICBMs) of older types, deployed prior
to 1964, launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear-
powered submarines, and launchers for modern ballistic
missiles on diesel submarines may be replaéed by lauhchers

for ballistic missilcs on modern nuclear-powered submarines.

2. Modern submarine-launched ballistic missiles are:
for the United States, missiles installed in all nuclear-
powered submerines; for the Soviet Union, missiles of the
type installed in nuclear-powered submarines made
operational since 1965; and for both Parties, submarine-
launched ballistic missiles first flight-tested since

1965 and installed in any submarine, regardless of type.

- | - .9,
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3. Launchers fbr older ballistic missiles on
diesel subumarines may not be used for the replacement
“purposes provided for in the Protocol to the Interim
Agreement on Certain Measures w;th‘Respect to the Limitation

of Strategic Offensive Arms.

L, - Dismantliing or.destruction of replaced launchers
shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning
of sea trials of a replacement submarine, Initiation of
any of the actions in Section II below shall. constitute
initiation of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM
launcher. Initiat%pn of any of the actions in Section II1I
beléw shall constitute initiation of dismantling or
destruction of a ballistic-missile submarine or SLBM

launcher.

5. The beginning of sea trials of a replacemént
ballistic-missile submarine shall bé the date oﬁ which
‘such a submarine first operates under ifs OWNn power away
from the harbor or port in which the construction or

fitting out of the submarinc was performed.

6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of
ICBM launchers and launchers for ballistic missiles on

gsubmarines, being replaced, shall be given by the Parties

' -7
fd ——— SECRET ' O "/
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twice annuallylat the beginning of regular sessions of
- the Standing Consultative Commission, reflecting the:
actual status as of the beginning of that session of

the Commission and covering the period since the last

report in the Commission. The notification shall contain:

(a) the number and type of ICBM launchers
(soft or silo ICBM launcher), deployed prior to
1964, and the number of launchers for ballistic
missileé on submarines, on which dismantling or

destruction haé been completed and is in process;

(b) the number of launchers for ballistic
missiles on replacement submarines which have

begun sea trials; and

(c) the number of ICBM launchers and launchers
for ballistic missiles on submarines, out of the
numbey dismentled or destroyed, which have been
replaced by launchers for ballistic missiles on

modern nuclear-powered submarines.

7. Each Party may on a voluntary.basis add other
information to the notifications if it considers such
information necessary to assure confidence in compliance

with the obligations assumed under the Interim Agreement.

t‘ ! Approved For Release 2004/0y}§E)RE%-RDP80T00435A000400010001-g‘ ‘l/
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II. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land-

Based ICBM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers

1. In all cases the following actions shall be

accomplished in carrying out diemantling or destruction:

(a) removal from the launch site of the supnly
of missiles and their components, warheads, and

mobile equipment; and

(b) dismantling of fixed lauﬁch.equipment,
erecting and handling equipment, and propellant-
= handling equipment, associlated with the launcher
and located at the launch site, and removal of all
dismantled equipment from the launch site. Launch
equipment is understcod to be systems, components,

and instruments required to launch a missile.

2. 1In the case of soft launch sites, in addition
to the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following

actions shall be performed:

(a) areas of the launch pads centered on the
launch stand and at lecast 20 meters in diameter and
missile launch control posts (bunkers) shall be made

unusable by dismantling or destruction;

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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(v) .fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled

and removed from the launch site; and
>

(c) debris of destroyea areas of launch pads

and of missile launch control posts (bunkers), and
- thé fuel storage tank foundations may ve removed,
and, after six months, the places where they were

located may be covered with earth.

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to
the actions'specified in paragraph 1, the following

-actions shall be pé}formed:

(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas
ducting, launch tubes, and silo headworks shall be
dismantled or destroyed, and dismantled components

shall be removed from the launch site; and

(b) after the actions provided for in sub-
paragraph (a) above have been accomplished, the
silos shall remain open for a period of six months,

after which they may be filled with earth.

N\

L, . After dismantling or destruction has been
accomplished in accordance with the above procedures,

facilities remaining at ICBM launch sites shall not be

gﬁﬂ SECRET | /j J
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used for storage, support, or launch of ICBMs but may,
at the adaiscretion of the Parties, be used for purposes
Vnot inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim:

Agreement and the Protocol thereto.

5. Dismantling or destruction of replacecd ICBM
launchefs shall e completed no later than four months

after the replacement submarine begins sea trials.

III. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of

Ballistic~Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers

Replaced by New Ballistic-Missile Submarines and

s

SLBM Launchefs

l. The following procedures, to be performed in
the open, from which each Party may choose, are acceptable
for dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile

submarines and SLBM launchers:

(a) scrapping the submarine and its launchers.

Scrapping shall involve extensive disassembly;
(b) removing the submarine's missile section;

(c) dismantling of ballistic-missile launchers
on older nuclear-powered submarinés on which the

upper parts of missile launch tubes protrude into

éégmﬂ | SECRET
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the fairwater may also be accomplished by removing
the missile launch tubes together with the fairwater
anq those pa;ts of the outer hull and pressurc hull
above the missile secticn which contain all of the

renetrations for the missile launch tubes.

The pressufe hull and outer hull may be
restored by welding into place new sections without
missile launch tube penetrations or missile hatches.
The sail and deck may be modified in such a way

that the submarine remains seaworthy.

2. Dismantling or destruction of replaced
submarines shall Be accomplished only at plants
(shipyards) which carry out construction and repairs
of submarines, and which are situated on the Northern
and Pacific coasts of the USSR and on the Atlantic

and Pacific coasts of the continental part of the USA.

3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube
hatches shall be left open throughout the entire
period of dismantling, and missilés and missile-

launching equipment shall be removed.

SECRET A 4 _L/
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L4, Any of the foregoing actions shall be completed
no later than six months after the replacement

submarine begins sea trials.

IV. Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic-Missile

Submarine Lost at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair

In the event that a ballistic-missile submarine is
lost at sea or disabled beyond repair, such a submarine
may be replaced by another ballistic-missile submaxine

in accordance with the following:

(a) mnotification of the loss or disablement
shall be made to the other Party in the Standing

Consultative Commission;

(b) the number of launchers on the replacement
ballistic-missile submarine shall not cause the
total number of launchers to exceed that authorized
in the Interim Agreement and the Protbcol thereto;

~and

(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine
shall be dismantled or destroyed in accordance with

Section III of these Procedures.

C%Zﬁﬂ '(73!
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Attachment No. 3

Procedures for
Strategic Offensive Arms
Initialed Text
June 19, 1974

CexpecTHO

[OCTOAHHAS KOHCYJNBTATBHAA KOulCCUf

ITPOTOKOJI

NPOUEAYPE, PETYJINPYQUIE SAMEHY , OEMOHTAX WJN YHIYT O EHIE
i YBEAOﬂHLHMh 0 EgOPy%ﬁgmgTPATEPMHECKMX HACTYIIATETI BHEX
i |

B cooTBETCTBNMM C NONOKGHUAMM M B OCYNECTBIGHUE BPEMEHHOTO
cornawenus mexuy CoezunerHmmu lraramu Amepuxn u CownscM CoBeT—
cxux CoupanucTuyecKux PecnyOmux o HEKOTODHX Mepax B GORACTH
OTPAHUYCHUA GTPaTETUYECKUX HACTYNATENBHHNX BOODPYHCHNA OT 26 Mad
1972 ropa, lipcTokona k HeMmy, a Takme COTJIACOBAHHLX 3aABICHUN B
CBA3KM C oTuM (orjameHueM yuacTByouue B HUX CTOPOHH, B PaMKax
llocroannoil KOUCYABTATUBHON KOMACCUH, COTVACKIUCDH O NPOLE LY PAX
PeTYNUPY oMM 3aMCHY, NCMOHTAR WK VHUUTOXCHUE U yBCHAOMJIEHUE O
HUX, ZJf CTPAaTCIUYCCKAX HACTYNATENbHHX BOODYXEHUil, OTDaHUUCHHHY
OTHM DBPOMCUHBM COIVIAWEHMENM, KK OHU CPOPMYNNPOBAaHH B [IpUICKEUnH
K Hacrosumemy IIpoToKONy, KOTODPOE ABIAGTCH HEOTBHEMIEMOH UYaCTDI
aroro llpoTorona.

(TOpPOHL COTNaCUNNCh TAKKC O CIACAYLMUX OCWUX PYHKOBOLANMX
HONOKEHUAX 2

I. lpunaraemsie llpoueayps NPUMEHANTCH TOXLKO B OTHOWEHUU
CPC/CTB, 3aMEHSICMHX U ZGMOHTUDYEMMX WM YHUUTOKAEMHX B COOTBET-
CTBUM C IOJOMEHUFAMYN BPEMCHHOTO coriane i ;

2. lnoan sameHa NYCHOBHX YCTAHOBOK MEXKOHTMHEHTANBHLX
Gammuctnueckux paxeT (MBP) mim NOZBOZHHX JOZOK ¢ 6aJIuc THUECHUMN
PaxeTaMyu. 1 NyCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK GalNUCTUUCCKUX PAKET HOIBOAHHX
anozox (BP ) ocymectsiacres Ha ocHopanuy Crareit W u IY Bpemch-
HOTO coryiamenua, IIpoTOKONmA K HEMY, @ Takke COOTBGTC TBYWINX
CoryacoBannLx 3aaBlCHU; .

, g9

éé?&3 CecxperTHo
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3. llpoueaypu ZEeMOHTAKE UAN YHWUTORCHNA NYCKOBHX YCTaHOBOK
MBP u oTHOCAUMXCH K HUM COODY®GHHUI, & TaKkxe HOZBOZHHX JOZOK C
CalnuCcTUYCCKUMY paKeTaMy W OyCKoBHX ycrTauosox bP Il oSecncum-.
BaWT NPUBCZACHNE UX B COCTOfHNE, WCKINUANIEE BO3MOXHOCTH UCIONDL-
30BQHUA UX ANA IYCKOB cOOTBETCTBCHEO MBP mmm BP Il; oCecneunsa-
0T BOBMOXHOCTH OCHADPY#CHUA MOBTODHOIO Pa3BEpPTHBAHUA ZESMOHTUDPO-
BAHHBX WA YHUUTOKECHHHX SIVHUIL HAUUOHAJNLHEMU TEXHUUECHUMM
cpencmBaMM§ ABAANTCA TAKUMKU, UYTO BpEMA, HEOOXOZUNOE XIS NMOBTOD-
HOTO pas3BCPTHBAHMA 9TUX CGIMHNI, HE OHIO OH 3HQUUTCJBHO MEHBIE,
YeM BpPEMF, HCOOXOAMMOC IJg HOBOT'O CTPOUTENLCTBA; & TaKxe
MCKJINUaAKNT HEONpPaBLAHHLE 3aCpuKM B JAEMOHTAKEC UNU YHUUTOXEHUU;

4, TIpouCZypH JICMOHTAXA WK YHUUTOXESHUS (QDOPMYIUDPYRTCH
OTZCABHO IS HC3ALMICHHNYX M AJIA WAXTHHX NYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK MBP

“HQ3EMHOTO (0as3MpOBaEWA, & TaKkxe 7Jid NOIBOIHLX JOZOK ¢ GQJJINCTH-

YECKUMM paKeTaMyu U IYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK BP'HH;

5. Ilpouenyps 3aMCHH ¥ ZCMOHTaxa WIM YHUUTOXEHUS OCGeCHEeul-
BAT BO3MO¥HOCTL COOTBCTCTBYIOMEIO KOHTPONA HALWOHANDLHHMU TEX—~
HUYCCKUMY CPE/ACTBAMY B COOTBCTICTBUK cO CraThell ¥ BPEMEHHOTO
COIJIaUCHYA

6. llocne pemonTaxa WaAM YHUUTOXKEGHUT, IPOBEAICHHOI'0O B COOTBET—
CTBUU ¢ Tpumaraemsnit llpoueaypaum, COODYXEHUA, OCTalULUECS Ha
craprosux nosuunax MEP HasemHorc OasupoBanusi, a Takxe NOLBOIHEHE
JNOJKN MOTYT 10 ycwMOTpenumo CTODOH UCIONL30BETHCHA INIA Leleil,

HE NPOTUROPCUANMX MMOJIOXKEHUAM BpeMCHHOTO corjamenus u IIpoToxona
K HGMY:

7. llocpencTBOM CBOGBPEMCHHHX U COOTBETCTBYOUVX NMPOLEZYP
CTOpOHH YBEAOMIAWT APYTD Zpyra O KOJIWUECTBE M THIIC NYCKOBLIX
YyCTaHOBOK, Ha KOTOPHX ZCMOHTAN WIN YHUUYTOXCHUE 3aBEPLEHH U
HAXOAsTCA B CTAJUMA OCYMECTBJIGHUA, & TAKKE O KOJMUUECTBE IYCHKOBLX
YCTAHOBOK, UCTONb3OBAKHLX ANA SaWEHH; X

/&agi Cexperno ijﬁﬁ
&
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8. KonuuecTno MOZBOZHHX JOZOK C CalNUCTHUYECKUMM DaKETaMU,
OZHOBPEMEHIO HAXOJAWUXCHA B IIOCTPOMKE M NPeAHS3HAUEHHHX B
K3yeCTBE 38MEHH, HEe OyzeT INPEBLMATh HXOJUUECTBA, COBMECTUMOI'O
C HODMAJBHHM DPAQUKOM CTPOUTENBLCTBA. 1107 HOPMARRHHM TI'DadukoM
CTpOMTGHBCTBa TOHUMAETCH Tpafur, COBMECTUMHI ¢ NPOWLJIOH Mau
HuHenHel NPaKTUKOf CTpouTennCcTBa y Kaxzoit us CTOpOH,

~Hacwrosmuit lporoxon u npunaraemse lpouesyps BCTYNanT B
CUJNY C MOMEHTAa MOZIucaHua JaHHoro lpoToxonma M OCTaNTCA B CHUAE
H8 Nepuoz- zeiicTBUA BpeMeHHOTO cormamexusd, & IlocroaHHaA
KOHCYNHTATHBHAA KOMUCCHS MOXET II0 CBOEMY YCMOTDEHUL BHOCUTDH B
HUX MNOIPaBKH.

CosepueHo IS74 roma B ropoze MOCKBE B ZIBYX
DKBCMINAPAX, KaxlHi Ha GHIMUICKOM ¥ DYCCKOM fB3HKAX, NpPHUSH
004 TEKCTa MMENT OJMHAKOBYL CUIY.

V23

IlpexcraBuTensd lIpezcraBuTens
CoepunecHHEX llTaTOB Cowsg Comercrux CoLualuCcTUYCCKUX
Amepuxn PecnyGaum
R’
(% J.4.
XeHesa

- /j vionss 1974 roza

CexpeTHO
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CexpeTHO

NP0 EHIE

TNIOCTOAHHAS KOHCYJILTATUBHAS HOMUCCUA

POUELYP:, PETYIUPYOUUE SAVEHY, NTHOHTAX VLW YHUYTOXEHNE
N YBEH WIEHIE 0 HM%boﬁﬁﬁEggﬁATErMQECKMX HACTYTIATENBHBX
Wl i

I. Ocnne

I. Lns 3aMCHH Ha NYCKOBHEG VCTaHOBKU CAlNUCTUUYECKUX DaKeT
COBPEMCHHEX ATOMHHX MOZLBOJHHX JOZLOK, B Ipencnax ypoBHCL, ycTa-
HOBJIGHHMNX Znd Kawnao# us CTOPOH, MOI'YyT KCHOJL30BATHECH IIyCKOBLE
yGTéHoBHM MERKOHTMHEGHTANbURX CannucTuueckux paxer (MbP) Hasen-
HOTO 0GasupoBaHus CTapHX TUNOB, PAa3BEPHYTHX A0 I964 roza, nycKo-
BHE YCTQHOBKN CaNAUCTUYCCKUX paAKET JNOHX 4TOMHHX NOABOIHHX
JIOLOK, a TaKke NYCKOBHE yCTaHOBKY COBPEMEHHHX OQJIMCTUUCCHKUX
paReT‘ﬂMBGHLHHX NOZBOZHHX JOZ0K « ‘

2. COBpeMEHHHMM CAJINCTMYEGCKMMU DaKeTaMu NOABOLHHX JOZOK
cunranTceas znd CoefUHCHHHX liTaTOB - pPaKeTH, yCT@HOBJIGHHHE HA
BCEX aTOMHHX NOJBOAHHX JOxKax; I CosercKoro COw3a ~ pPaKeTH
TOI'0 TUIA, KOTOPHE YCTAHOBJCHH HA 8TOMHBX IOABOAHHX JOZHAX ,
BBCAEHHHX B 00GBOHl cocTas nociae I9G5 roza; a Takme Aad 06eux
CropoH - ~ CaNnNCTUYECKUC PAKETH TOABOZHHX NOZOK, BISPBHE NIPOUE fi=
WUC JICTHHE MCHHTanua mocne I965 roza ¥ yCTAHOBJCHHHE HA JNCOI
NOZABOAHOM JIOZXE HEBABUCUMO OT €€ TUIA.

3. [lycKxoBre yCcTaHOBKM CTApHX CaJIMCTHYECKUX paKeT Ha Ju-
BENBHHX INOZBOZHHX JOIKAX HG MOT'YT VCIOJNL30BAaTHCA LA Uenel
BaMeHp, NpejycMOTPCHHNX LIpoToKONOM K BpEeNEHHOMY COIVIALCHUD O
HEKOTOPHX MEpax B OONACTU OIPaHUYGHMA CTPaTECIUYECKUX HACTYHATCIb—
HHX BOODYXEHU.

4, JlemonTax WIN YHASTOXEHNEC B8MEHAEMHX MYCKOBHX YCTaHOBOK
HauylHaeTCqd HE MO3JAHEC JATH HAYANa MOPCXOZHHX MCHLITAHMU{l NOZBOZHON
JIOZIKM, NpPE/HA3HAUCHHO/ B KAuecTBE 3aMCHH. HauajoM ZeMoHTaxa WK

szﬂﬁj Cexpe T.H.O | | {Zéﬁ
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YHUUTOXEHUA IYCKOBOW ycTaHOBKM MBP fBiseTcs HAuamo0 BHIONHCHUSA
aCOr0 U3 MEpPONpUATHIt, yKasaHuux Hume B Paszzene 1. Havaznon zme-
MOHTAaxa W yHAUTOKEHUA IOABOARON NOAKM C CallUCTUUCCKUMU DaHe-
faMu AUGO TyCKOBOH ycramosku BP I gmuneTcs Hauano BEHOHHGHHH
J0OTO U3 MEPONDUATUI, YKa3aHHHX HUKE B laspeine M

5. Havamom MOpexomHHX MCIHTEHUI NOZBOZHONR JOZKU C GaliJINCTV-—
YCCKUMY PaKETaMM, NPCIHAB3HAUCHHON B KAUECTBE B3aMEHH, ABJIACTCH
JaTa, KOIZA Takas NOABOZHAA JIOZKA BICPBHE COBEPUIGCT NIaBaHUC
CBOUM XOJOM BHE I'aBaHu WM IOpra, TAC NPOUSBOZWINCE NOCTPOHKA
VY OCHAUEHUE MNOABOANOR JOZAKU.

6. YBEJOMIGHME O ACMOHTAXa WIM YHUUTOKEGHUU 38MOHACGMHX
NYCKOBHX yCcTaHOBOK MEP ¥ nycHOBHX yCTAHOBOK GallicTUUCCKUX
PaKeT TOABOANHX JONOK npoumspozuTca CTODOHAMK IBa pasa B I'OL B
-Hayane perynapHux ccccull llocToAHNON KOHCYALTATUBHOA KOMUCCUK IIO
paxTUYCCKOMY COCTOAHMI HA Havajo JaHHOH ceccun Kommccuy 3a
NG PUOJZ, GO BPEMEHU [0CICIHETO YBELOMICHUA, NMPEICTaBICHHODO B
Komuccuu, B yBEeuOMACHUN yKABHBAWTCHS

a) KOMMYECTBO M TUIN IYCKOBHX YCTaHOBOK MBP (HOzAWMICHEAA
WM WaXTHAS NMyCKoBas ycranoska MBP), passepuyrmx zo 1964 roza,
1 KOJUYECTBO NYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK CaNNUCTUYCCKUX DAKET NOIBOIHHX
JIOZIOK, HA KOTODHX JIEMOHTAa® WU yﬂnqwomeﬁmp 3aBEPUCHH U HAXOJATCH
B CT@JUM OCYUWECCTBICHUAS :

D) HOIMYECTBO IYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK GaiANCTHYCCKAX pAKeT HA
MOZBOJHLX JIOZKAX, KOTODHE Hauajlyi MOPEXOJHHE MCAHTAHUA U Npei-
HABH3UCHH B KAUCCTBE 3aMEHH; U

C) KOJMUECTBO NYCKOBHX yCTaHOBOK MEP U MyCKOBHX yCTAHOROK
0amIuCTUUCCRUX PAKET NOZBOAHHX JNOAOK U3 UNCHA LEMOHTUDOBAHHEX
W YEUYTOXCHHHX, KOTOPHE CLIM MCHONbL30BAHH IJIA 3aMEHH H3
NYCKOBHE YCTAHOBKU GaliCTUUCCKUX DaKCT COBPCMCHHLX aTOMHHX
NOJBOHHX JIOZOK.

7. Hamzaa CropoHa MOXET Ha ZOGPOBONLHON OCHOBE ZOTONHATH
YBCAOMICHU APYyTUMY CBCICHUAMU, CCIU OHA COYTET, UTO OHU HEOGXO~
AUMEL Z7151 OGECHICUCHU YBEPCHHOCTY B BWIOJHEHNM TIPUHATHX 110 Bpe-

MECHHOMY COIVIQUIEHMI0 005133TCIALCTH,
Ay|roproved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 ‘4
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I, Hpouenvom neMOHTawa U YHUUTOXMCHYA NYCKOBHX
JCTaHOBOK_LbY HEG3SMHOTO OA3LpOBaHNA, SalCHACHMEX
TYCHOBHIN yCTanoniami by 11

I. Bo Bcex CIyuasx NPM NPOBCACHUN AEMONTAXRA WIN YHMHTOWOHMH
BHIONHANTCH CHEAYOLUE MEPONPUATHA:

8) yZaJleHue CO CTAPTOBOIl NMOSKLWM 3anMaca PaKkeT ¥ UX KOMIO-
HEHTOB, I'CJIOBHHX YacTell U NOABUKHODO OCODYyAOBAHUA; M

D) zeuonTax CTaUMOHAPHOTO MYCKOBOTO OGOPYZOBAHUA, MOIHEMIO-
TPAHCIIOPTHOTO OCOPYZODAHNA U 3aNpPaBOYHOTO OGOPYAOBAHIS, CBA3HH-
HOI'0 C IYyCKOBOI YCTEHOBKO} ¥ HAXOZAWETOCH HA CTApPTOBON MOSMLNM,
8 TaKye ynaneHue BCEI'O0 AEMOHTHPOBAHHOI'O OCOPYZOBAHKS CO CTapTO-
BO#t mosnumi. llog mycroBuM 0COPYAOBAHUEM NOHHMAOTCA CUCTEMH,
KOMIOHEHTH M TPUCOPH, HEOOXOZMMHE A MPOBEAEHHA NyCKA pPalGThH.

2. B OTHOWEHN HE3aUUNEHHMK CTAapTOBHX NO3NUK B ZAOMNONHCHUE
K MCGPONPUATUAM, NEPCUYUCICHHUHM B NYHKTE I, OCYWEGCTBIANTCH CI6LyI0-
mye MEPOIPUATULS '

a) yuacTHM CTApPTOBLX NICLAZOK AMAMETDOM N0 MEHbBWEH Mepe B
20 METDOB C LEHTPOM, HAXOJAWLMMCA HA CTAPTOBOM CTONC, M MYHKTH
(OYHKCPH) yupaBNCHUS MYCKOM DAKET NPUBOAATCH B HOIPUIONHOE IR
VCIONBBOBANMA COCTOAHNE IyTeM ACMOHTAXA WJU PAspYyUCHUS;

D) eMKOCTU Zyfi XPAHGHMA TOMINBA LEMOHTUDYIOTCH M YIQAANTCA
CO CTapTOBOii noamumm i

C) OCNOMKM Da3pyuLEHHHX yYACTKOB CTAPTOBHX MJIONAZOK U IYHKTOB
(OyBKEpOB) YyNpaBICHUA IyCKOM DPAaKET, a Takue (GYHIGMEHTH eNKOCTeM
ANfl XPaHeHNs TOIJIKBA MOIYT OHTH YyAAQNEHH, 4 N0 UCTEUCHUM WeCTH
MECALIEB MECTa, TZC OBU HAXOZWIMCE, MOTYT OHTH 3aCHIAHH 3CMICH,

3. B OTHOWGHMN WAXTHHX CTAPTOBHX IOBUUMHA, B IOTMONHEHUE K
MEPONPUATHAM, NCPEUNCICTHEY B HyHRTe I, OCYNGCTBIANTCH CIEZ Yo~
L¥e MeponpuaATus

a) 3amUTHHE KpMmM waxmr, PenbCll 3ammmnmx KDbIil 4 PaBOOTBOﬂdme
Kauajsl, WaXTHHE CTAKAHE U OTOJNOBLM WAXT ACMOHTUPYIOTCSH W
JHUNTORANTCA, 4 ACMOHTUPOBAHHNE KOMIIOHGHTH YAQJISNTCA CO CTaPTO~
BOY mosuuum; u //ﬂf
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4,

D) nocne npoBEeJCHUA MCPONPUATLH, NPEAYCMOTPCHHHX BHIE B
noanyHxTe "a%, maxThH OCTABAAWTICA OTKPHTHMY B TEYEHNE WECTH
MECHILCB, IOCAE YCI'O MODYT OHTH 3aCHIAHH 3CMICH.

4. llocye ocymecTBACHUA ZCMOHTAYA KJIM YHUYTOXCHUA B COOT-
BCTCTBMM G BHUEYKAB3aHHHMU NPOLUCAYLaMU COOPYKEHMA, OCTapuyuecs Ha
CTapTOBHX nosuuuax MbP, He ucnomeaywTes JNA XPAHEHUsS,. OCCIyXA—-

- BaRuUg uam nycka MBP, HO moryT mo ycmoTpenmo CTODPOH MCHONL30BATL~
y g y

CA ANl Uejei, He NPOTBOPCYANMX TOJOKCHUAM BpeMEHHOTO COIJaWc—
Hug ¥ lIporoxona K Hemy.

5. llemoHTax WiM YHVUTOXCHUE BAMEHACGMMX NYCKOBHX yCTaHOBOXK
MBP saBepmaeTca He HosxC, UEM UCPE3 UETHPE MCCALA TNOCJE HAUAna
MOPEXOZHHX UCHHTAHUY NOZBOZHON NOAKU, MpPeAHA3HAUECHHOU B KAuGCTBS
BaMEHH, '
W. Hponenypn AewoHTama MM yHUUTOXCHUA NOZBONHHX JIOZOX
C_0aJUIMCTUYCCKILM DAKETaM 1 NVCKOBLX yCIaB080K be 1,

SAMCHACHMX HOBHM TIOIBOIHERMW JNOTxaLl C QaJIUCTAUCCHII~-
MU _parcTanil i NYCKOBLMY YCTAHOBLEHU DF 1

I. Jna pewmonTaxa WM YHIUTORGHUA NOABOLHEX JOLOK C 0aJiuc-
TUYCCKuLM DaKeTamMl ¥ NyCKOBHX ycTanoBox bP I nmpuemnemmnyu aBia-
OTCA CHEAYOUNE NPOLEAYDH, CCYUECTBIAEMHE NOL OTKDHTHM HeOOM,

V3 KOTOPHX Kaxzad U3 CTOPOH MO®ET JEAATH BHOOP: '

a) NpeBpauCHUE B MCTAJIIONONM TOZBCIHOK JOIKYU U €€ Iy CKOBHX
ycraHoBOK. llpeBpaumenue B METAIIONON IPEIyCMATPUBACT KANUTANBHYN
pas0opKy; '

D) yrameHuc DaKeTHOTO OTCEKA MOZBOZHON JOIKMU;

C) ACMOHTaX IYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK GaljMCTUUCCKNX DAKET CTaphX
aTOMHLX HOZBOZHHX JOZOK, ¥ KOTOPHX BEPXHUE YACTH PaKeTHHX IIyCKO-
BHX WE@XT BHXOAAT B OTPaxJEHUC WAXT, MOXET OCYULGCTBJIATHCH TAKKE
NyTeM CHATUA DaKETHHX NYCKOBHX WMaxT BMECTE C OTPaxiCHUEN WAXT M
TCMU UaCTAMK JIGTKOIO ¥ NMPOUHOTI'O KOPIYCOB HAJ PAKCTHEM OTGCKOM,

B KOTODLX HaXOJATCHA BCE BHXOAH PAKETHHX NYCKOBLX WAaXT,

Ipounnit Kopnyc u ACTKUN KOPNyC MOTYT GHTH BOCCTAHOBICHH
IyTCM BBApUBaHus HOBHX CCKUMI, HC UMENUMX BHXOZOB PAKGTHHX MyCKO-
BHX WaxXT W PaKCTHHX JOKOB. OrpamzeHuc pyCKM U najyoa MOI'YyT OHTDH
MOZMGUUMPOBAHL TAKUM 00Da3oM, YTOGL COXPAHAJNMCE MOPEXOJIHHE

KauecTBa INOIABOJIHON JONKU . /!/
/&’/ﬂﬂ Approved For Release 280‘%011321(3: %IAI-{R%PSOT00435A000400010001-2 J.J.
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2. lemoHTax UAY YyHUUTOXEHUE RAMEHAEMHY TOLBOZHLX JIOJOK
IPON3BOIUTCHA TOJNBKO Ha 33BOZAX (Bepdax), OCYUECTBISIONKAX CTPO-
NTEABCTRO U PEMOHT IOABOZHHX JNOZOK U DPACIONOKEHHHX HA CEBEpPHOMU
y Tuxooxeanckou modepexbsax CCCP u ArnaHTuueckoM X TUXOOKEAHCKOM
no0epexRbAX KOHTMHEHTansHO# uwactu CliA.

3, lpn 7n0GoM U3 BApPUAKTOB ACMOBTA®A JIOKM NYCKOBHX WAXT
OGTaNTCHA OTKPHTLMH B TEUEHME BCETO NMEDPUOJIA JCMOHTa®a, & PaKeTH
¥ oCopyzoBanue ujig NyCKa paKeT yaansnTCs.

4, Jlpdoe us yuasaHHux BHIIC MCPONPUATHIL 3aBEPMaeTCs He
NO3%E, UECM UepPe3 WecTh MGCHUEB IIOCJe Hauala MOPCXOIHHX KCIHTaHI
NIOZBOZHON JOUKY, NpPEIHA3HaUYCHHON B KauecwiBE BaMelll.

IY. Iponenyps saMeHH MOABOAHON JOAKN C OanIMCTHUYCCHUMA

PAKCTalA, NOTAOWLCI B MOPE WA OJVUNBLCH TOBPEHACHNC,
UCHIYA0ICE PCMOHT

B Tom ciyuae, €Cal MOZBOZHAA JOAKA C CalJuCTUUCCKUN U
S’ ‘pakeTamyl THOHET B MODPe WJIM MOJYyYaeT MOBDPEXAEHNUE, NCHINYANLEE
PEMOHT, TO TAKAs MOZBOZHAA JOZKA MOXET OHTDH 3aMEHEHa APYyTOoi
NOZBONHON JOAKON ¢ OaIIUCTUUCCHKUMKM PAKETaMi B COOTBETCTBUM C
HUKCCICAYIOMAN § '

a) apyras Cropona ysejomiseTca B IOCTOAHHOA KOHCYJNBTaTUB-
HO#l KOMUCCUM O TUCCIY UNY HOBPEHACHUN;

D) KomMuecTBO NMYyCKOBHX YCTQHOBOK Ha MOZBOZHOH nOzAKE C
GalmuC TUIeCKUMY PAKeTamMyu, NPEIHA3HAUEHHON B KAueCTBE B3aMCHH,
HE NPUBOZUT K NPGBHHCHND OOCLETO KOJKWUECTBA MYyCKOBHX YCTEHOBOK,
paspelieHIOr0 BpeMEeHHEM COTIamCHMUGM ¥ I1pOTOKONOM K HeMy; U

,C) noBpexcHuasn NOABOAHAA JIOZKA C CanAUCTHYCCHKUMU pPaKcTaMu
JEMOHTUPYyCTCH KON YHUUTOKAETCH B COOTBEICTBUM C Pasncnom I

Hacroaunux Ilpouezyp. g
7.

s

CexperTHO
S
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SECRET

Attachment No., 4

’
’

STANDING CCONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

PROTOCOL

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF,
FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS

Pursuant to the provisions and in implementaticn of

the Treaty between the United States of America and the
~'Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of

Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, and the

Agreed Statements regarding that Treatly, thelParties thereto

have within the framework of the Standing Consultativé

Commission agreed upon procedurcs governing replacement,

dismantling or destruction, and notificaticn thereof, for

ABM systems and their componcents limited by that Treaty,

as formulated in the Attachment hereto which constitutes

an integfal part of this Protocol.

The Parties have also agreed on the following general

guidelines: .

» o A

SECRET
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D

1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to
systems or their components to be replaced and dismantled

or destroyed pursuant to the provisions of the Treaty;

2. Any replacemeﬁt of ABM systems or their components
shall be on the basis of Article VII of the Treaty and
applicable Agreed Statements; dismantling or destruction
of ABM systems or'fheir compoucnts in excess of the
numbers or outside the areas sgspecified by the Treaty
shall be on the basis of Article VIII of the Treaty and

applicable Agreed Statements;

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM
systems or their components, related to implementation
of the provisions of Article VII regarding replacement
of those systems or their coﬁponents and Article VIII of
the Treaty, shall ensure that those systems or their
components and facilities assoclated with those components,
except for facilities at test ranges,.would be put in a
condition that precludes the possibility of their use for
ABM purposes; shall ensure that réactivation of units
dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of
those units would not be substantially less than the time
required for new construction; and shall preclude

unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction;

. )
ZM)H SECRET : J: y '
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L, Replacement and dismantling or destruction
procedures shall be formulated separately for above-

ground and silo ABM launchers and -for ABM radars;

5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction
procedures shall ensure that adequate verification can
be accomplished by national technical means in accordance

with Article XIT of the Treaty;

6. Afte? dismantling or destruction in accordance
with the attééhed Procedures, facilities femaining at
ABM launch or ABM ra&ar sites may, at the discretion of
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsis@ent with
the provisions of the Treaty and applicable Agreed

Statements; and

T. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the
Partiés shall notify each other of the number and type
(above-ground or silo) of ABM lauﬁchers and of the number
of ABM radars on which dismantling or destruction has been
completed and is in process, and of the number of ABM

launchers and ABM radars used for replacement.

p 2 B ' T4
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Ihis Protocol and the attached Procedures shall
enter into force upon signature of this Protocol and
remain in force for thé duration of the Treaty, and
may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission

as 1t deems appropriate.

Done at Moscow on 1974, in two copies, each
in the English and Russian languages, both texts being

equally authentic.

, Commigsioner, s - Commissioner,
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist
America ‘ Republics

3 Y.
/,8&1» ’

Geneva

June 19, 1974

SECRET

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 :-CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



Approved ForRelease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435%000400010001-2

SECRET

ATTACHMENT

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION,
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF,

- I'OR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS

I. Excess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges

1. Above-ground launchers and aséociatednequipment
shall be removed from the sites, and the entire paft of
. the launch pad contaiping the launcher moﬁnt and reinforce-
ments shall be dismaﬂtled or destroyed. Launch-pad debris

may be removed and after six months the location covered

with earth.

2. Silo lsunchers shall be made unusable by
dismantling or destructlon of thelir above-ground structures
and headworks, and removal of launcher rails., Silo-launcher
debris may be removed and after six months the silos may

be filled with earth.

3. The dismantling or destruction actions described
in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be completed no later than

three months after thelr initiation.
/\
.z ‘ , J4.
SECRET '
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L, Faciliﬁies assoclated with dismantled or destroyed
ABM launchers at test ranges may; at the discretion of the
Parties, be used for purposes not.inconsistent with the.
provisions of the Treaty on the Liﬁitation of ABM Systems,

and applicable Agreed Statements.

5. Notification of the completion of the activities
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be given in the
Standing Consultative Commission twice annually reflecting
the actual sﬁatus as of the beginmning of a regular session

of the Commission.

(4

II., ABM Facilities at Malmstrom

1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar buildings shall

be cut off.

2, Radar buildings for which wall construction had
commenced shall be left uncovered in their uncompleted state

for six months, after which they may be covered with ecarth.

3. Launcher facilities and radar buildings for which
only foundations had been completed shall be covered with

earth.

it - g4

SECRIET
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4, Earth grading of the entire area shall be

accomplished and construction materials removed.

5. Dismantling or destruction activities shall be
initiated rno later than six months after agreement on

these Procedures.

6. Notification that the above activities have
been completed shall be given in the Standing

Consultative Commission.

(

SECRET
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Procedures for
ABM Systems
Initialed Text
June 19, 1974

~— CexpeTHO

TOCTOAHBARL KOHCYALTATIRHAT KUMUCCHH
' TIPOTORON

NPOUE/IYPH, PETYJINPYRNWE SAMEHY, ANEMOHTAX WAL yHMQTOnEHﬂD
i XBBAOMLEHME 0 HIX, Jusl CuCLEM NPO U KX KOMIIOHEHTCB

B COOTBETCTBMK C IONOKECHUAMU ¥ B OCyuecTBicHUE [loroBopa
vexny Coepunerupmy liraTawuu Amepuxu u CownsoM Coserckiux Conuamn-
CcTUYECKMX PeciyCnug 06 OT'pagducHUN CHCTEM IPOTUBODAKEIHOH oGope -
EH oT 26 Masg 1972 roza u CornaCOBaHHHX 38ABJICHUN B CBA3M C 3T
JorosopoM yuacTByomie B HeM Croponn, B paMrax [[oCTOAHHON KHOP-
CynbTaTHBHON KOMUCCHM, COTJIACHIMCE O IIpONEZypax, DPerylIupyouux
BaMeHy, MEMOHTAY WK YHUULOKEHWUE U yBOZOMIEHUE O HUX, I CUCTEN
IPO ¥ uX KOMIOHEHTOB, OI'DAHWUYCHHEX 2TWM [Oor0oBOpOM, KaX OHH CQHOp-—

' MyAMpOBAHH B IIPWIOKEHUM K HACTOSNEMY [IPOTOKONY, KOLODOE SABIAEITCH
HEOTBHEMAECMO YacTLo 3TOI0 IIPOTOKOIJIA.

CroponH COTNACHANNCE TAKKE O CHACHYOUUX OCUUX PYKOBOZTUMUX
NONOKECHUAX

I. Npunaraemue [poucsaypsl NPUMCHANICH TOABKO B OTHOUEHUM
CACTEeM WY UX KOMIOHEHTOB, 38MEHFCMHX U JACMOHTUDYEMBX WIM YHUY-
TOXAEMHX B COOTBEICTBUM C NONO¥ECHUAMY JIOTOBODA;

2. JoGaa saMmena cuctem [IPO uay ux KOMIOHEHTOB OCYUECTBAAET-
¢ Ha ocuomauuu Crawsu YII Jlorosopa, a Tarxe COOTBETCTBYWIUUX
CornacoBaHHHX 3aABJICHU; ZCMOHTAR MM YHUYTOXCHUE cucreM [P0 wiK
X KOMIIOHCHTOB CBEDPX KOJMUECTD MIAM BHE palloHOB, ONpezeseHHH: Jlo-
roBOpoOM, ocyumecTnaAerca Ha ocuopamuu Crareu Jl Joromopa U COOT—
BeTCTBYUMUX COTVIACOBLHHHX 3afBIGHUI;

_ 3. llpouenypH AcMOHTAXA MIM YHWUTOMGHWUA CUCTEM [IPU MIM UX KOM~—
IIOHEHTOB, CBA3AHHME C oCyuwccrsiacuieMm mojoxenult Crarsu JII B or-—
HOWEHUY 38MEHH 3TUX CHCTEM UIM UX KOMIIOMGHTOB U Craresu Y

Agﬂg CexperTuo | ’fj-y‘

p
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JloroBopa, OCeCHeuMBanT NPUBEACHIC 3THX CHCTEH Wns MX KOMIOHEH-
TOB, 8 TAKNE OwHOCAUMXCA K STHM KOMIICHCHTAM COODyXeHui, 3a
UCKIINUEHUEH COOpYMEHNH A Ha WUCIHTAYGIBHHX HNOJUIOHAX, B COOTOHHMG,
UCKIOYaoLee BOSMOHIOCTE Menonb3opanus ux B nexsx IPO; -odecie-
YUBAINT BO3MOKHOCTH OCHADYHEHUT HAIMOHANBHHMA TEXHUUSCKUMIT CPEA—
CcTBAM: MOBTODHOTO pA3BEDPTHBANUA JEMOHTMPOBIHHLY MM yHIUICHEH=
HHX epMHUI; SABIANTCHA TaKuMH, UTO BDCMIT, HEOOXOonHMoe IJsi IMOBTOD-
HOT'O Das3BePTLBAHNA DTUX GUMHMI, HE OLJIO On 3HAUMTEJIBHC MEHBUC,
yeM BpeMf, HEGOGXOZUMOE JJfA HOBOTO CTDOHTENBCTBA; & TAKRC ViICKJII0~
yanT HeONpaBZaHHHE 3aZCpkKi B JEMORTAMe WX yHUUTOKGHIMS

4. Tponernyps 3aMEHH ¥ LEMOHTANa MM yHAUTORCHUI hopuynupy-
PTCH OTHCADLIIO ANA HABCMHHX U WAXTHIIX IYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK IIPOTHBO—
pareT U A% PaslOyOKALMOHHLX crannuit IPO;

p 5. llpouexnypsl 3aMEHH 1 ZCMOHTAKA WA yHMQTOMGHMH ofecnedn=-
BAWT BOBMOKHOCTH COOTBETCTBYOUSTO KOHTPONA HAUNMOHANBHHMM TEeXHU-
YeCKUME CpeACTBaMA B coorseTcTBMM Co Crarhefl XII JOroBOpa;

6. Jocye IEMOHTG.ZQ UIM YHUUTOKERNVSI, NIPOBCNEHHOIrO B COOT-
BETCTBUKM C npunaraeMsiy llponenypamit, COOPYHCHUS, oCTapIieCH
HA CTAPTOBHX Iosunuax PO uiayM HE MO3UUKAX PAZNMOJIOKALUOHHHX CTCH-
i PO, MOTYT 1O yeMoTpexul CTOPOH MCHONB3OBATLCH A Leied,
He NPOTMBODEUANAX IOJOXeHWsM JloToBOpa M CoorTsercrByNUMX Coraa-
COBAHHLX 3afABIEHMiA; U |

7. lloCcpenCcTBOM CBOEGBPEMEHHHX U COOTIBETCIBYHUMX NDPOLCAYD
CTopony yBEZOMIAWT ADYT Ipyr'a O KONUUYECTBE U TUIE (naseMsad
WL WaXTHAA) NYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK IPOTUBOPAKET U O KOJNUYECTBE
PaZVONOKATNOHHEX cranuuit [IPO, Ha KOTOPHX ZEMOHTLX.MIU YHAYIOHC-
HUG 3aBEPUEHH ¥ HAXOAATCA B CTaZUK OCYyueCTBICHUA, & TaKKe O
KOJMNYECTBE MYCHOBHX YCTAHOBOK MPOTUBOPAKET M DPAZNOJOKAIMOHHEX
crannuiz NP0, KUCNONB30BAHHLX MAJSI 3aMEHH.

Hacroauuit I[IpoTorosn ¥ npunaracuue IIpouezyprl BCTYNART B
CHNy C MOMEHTa NOZAMMCAHMA JAAaHHOIO [IpOTOKOJA U OCTANTCA B CUJIC

(2@&8 CexpocTHO | ,/jij/.
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na meproz pzefictnua Jorosopa, 1 NlocLOAHHAA HOECYJIBTaTUBLAN
KOMICCHA MOXET IIO0 CBOCMY YCMOTPSHMD BHOCUTH B HUX TUNPABKM.

COBE pPUEHO 1974 roza B ropoze MockBe B ZBYX
SKSEUIIADAX, Kaxfull Ha AHIVINYCKOM ¥ DYCOKOM FABHKAX, IPUUCH
064 TEKCTA MMCHT OfMHAKOBYD GHIY.

Iipencrasurend - NlpepcraBuTelE
Coenuue nHpx llTaros Coxsa CoseTckux CouyanuCTUUECKUX
Avepurn - PecnyGnux

- ” 44

Kenera
éy upHa 1974 roza

CeKxpeTHO

(
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CexpeTHDO

NPIOKEHRE

[OCTOAHHAS KOHCYJIbTATHEBHAA KOMIICCHA

TPOUEAYEY, PETYAUPYRUIE [EHOHTAR 11l YHIYTOXEHUE I
YBEOMIEINE 0 HIX, A CUCToSy PO 1 UX KOMIOHEHTOB

~I. IlycKOBHE YCTAHOBKN IPOTHBODAKET HA UCIHTATEIb-
HpX 1IOLJAT0HAX CBCpPX yCTAHOBICHHHX KOJMAUECTB

I. HaszeMHHC NYCKOBHE yCTEHOBKM Y OWHOCHMECECH K HUM 060pPy-—
JOBaHUE YAANAKWTCS CO CTAPTOBLX NO3MWLUM, & BCA YaCTH CTapPTOBOH
NJIoWa Ky, 3anuMaeMmas CTOWKOI MYyCKOBOW YyCTAHOBKU U apuMaTypoii,
ZeMonTupyeTca Wiau paapywacresd. OCIOMEU CTapTOBOA nIoua K u
MOTYT OHTL YZAJCHH, & IO MCTequMM WeCTV MECfileB 3TO MECTO
MOXET OHTH 34CHNAN0 3EMICH.

2. llaxTHHC NYCKOBHEG VCTAHOBKU NPUBOIATCS B HEIPUTOZHOES
JAs NCIOJNB30BAHUA COCTOAHUEC IYyTEM ZCMOHTAXE WIN YHUUTOXEHUA
UX HAZ3CMHHX KOHCTPYKUU{I X OTOJOBKOB, a TaKxe NyTeM YASICHUA
Hanpasaapuux. OCJOMKN WaXTHEX NYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK MOTYT GHTDL
YAAQUCHH, & IO UCTEeYGHUM WECTY MCCAUEeB MaxTH MOTYT OHTD
BaCHIIAHL 36MJEH.

3. YKasaHHHG B NyHKTaX I ¥ 2 MCPONDUATUS IO JSMOHTAXY WIK
YHUYTOXCHMK 3@BCPWANTCSA HE IO3KE, YGM UEpPes TpU MECAlLa C MOMEH-
Ta uUx Hayasa.

4, Coopyxenust, OTHOCHIMECA K ZEMOHTUDPOBAHHHM WM YHUUTOXEH-
HHM IIYCKOBLM YCTaHOBKAM IPOTUBODAKET HA UCTIHTATEALHHX NONUTCHAX,
MOTYT o ycMmorpeHmo CTOPOH MCHONB30BaTHCHA AIA LEeJeli, He NpoTu-
BOpeyanux mnoJjoxeHuaMm Lorosopa o6 orpamuueHuy cucrem PO u coor—
BETCTBYHUUX COrNacOBAHHHX 38ABJICHUM.

O« YBENOMICHUE O 3aBCPWEHUM MEPONDPUATHI, NMPEAYCMOTDPEHHHX
B nyuxTax I m 2, npouanozuTcA B IlOCTOAHHON KOHCYNHTATUBHEOM
KOMUCCUM ZBa pasa B IOj IO @aﬂmmqeoxomy COCTOAHUKN HA Hauauo
porynﬁpnom ceccuu KoMuccuul.

CexpeTHO <7hy.
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. Coopyseuns NIPO Ha Gaze ManrucTpoM

I. MerannuuecKue cTepxHM apuaTyphn azasuit PIC cpesawrcd.

2. 3znanusa PIC, 17as KOTOpHX OHJNO yx& HAYaTO BOSBCACHUC
CTEH, OCTABAAWNTCHA HENPUKPHTLMY B 7X HE3aBEDUCHHOM COCTOAHMM
B TEUCHMUE WMECCTH MECALEB, I[OCJE YEIrO OHK MOI'YT OHTH 3aChIlaHH
semici. ' '

3. COOpyxCHUA A TYyCKOBHX YyCTQHOBCK, a Taxxe szauuil PIC,
A7 KOTOPHX OHIM 3aBEPUCHH CTPOMTEALCTBOM JUUD (YHZAMCHTH,
34CHIIAINTCA 3EMieii.

4. OcyuccTBIACTCSA pas3paBHUBAHUEC NOYBH HA BCEM yuacTKeE,
a CTPOWTENBHLHE MaTepUasH yAaAfnTCH.

5. PaGoru nmo zemMoHTaxy WM YHHUTOREHUN HAUMHANTICA HE
N03KE, UEM UCPE3 MeCTh MECAUEB IOCJE COINIaCOBAUWA HAGTOSLUX

Ipoucnyp.

6. YBEUOMJCHNE O B3aBEPUECHUN BHUEYKA3aHHHX MCPONPUATUH
npou3BOAUTCH B LOCTOAHHON KOHCYNBTATUBHOW KOMUCCHM.

Cfg¢u4 ‘ff&f.

CerxpeTHO
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Attachnent No. 6

STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL

June 19, 1974

1. Mr. Commissioner, at this final meeting of the
Third Session of_the SCC, it is a pleasurc to take stock
of where we stand in our assigned responsibilities. With
the initialing of the mutually agreed Procedures Governing
Replacement, Dismantling or Destructidn, and Notification
Thereof, for Strategic Offensive Arms and for A3M Systems
and Their Components, we have authenticated two important
completed documentsvto be signed and enter into force at
‘the forthcoming Moscow Summit meeting.' These dcocuments
represent a noteworthy step in promoting the .objectives
and implementing the provisions of the ABM Treaty and the

Interim Agreement and its Protocol.

2. Working out these mutually agreed procedures was
not an easy task. The issues were complex and the solutions
often difficult to find. However, by perseverance on both
sides and, more importantly, facilitated by direct and

frank exchanges at all levels, we have succeeded in

SECRET
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formulating the mutually agreed procedures called for
by the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement and its
Protocol. Working out mutually agreed procedures for

dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile submarines

" and SIBM launchers posed one of our more difficult problems.

However, with the recent resolution of paragraph III.Z2
dealing with the locations where.such dismantling or
destruction shall be accomplished, that problem was also
successfully resolved. In connection with the language
of paragraph IIT.2, it is understood that the Atlantic

area of the United States includes the Gulf Coast area.

3. Mr. Commissioner and all members of the Soviet
and U.S. SCé Components, I believe that we, both those here
present and all those who have participated in the prepara-
tion of these Procedures over the past three SCC Sessions,

can Jjustifiably take pride in our accomplished work.
IT

I, As important as these procedures are, they
represent only one factor in fthe success of the Standing
Consultative Commission. The SCC is a unique organization;
it is the first of its kind. We have thus been "plowing

new ground" and effectively "learning as we go." In my

SECRET
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opinion we have come a lcng way. Wé have proven the
ability of the SCC to solve complex technical problems

to the mutual interest of both sides. We have developed

a direct and frank exchange of views, including an
understanding of the concerns of the other side, which

can be of ufmost importance as the SCC may be called upon
to implement the full scopec of its responsibilities as set
forth in Article XIII of the ABM Treaty and Article VI

of the Interim Agrecment,
ITIT

5, Mr. Commissioner, we have agreed that the
fourth session of the SCC will convene in Geneva on
September 24, 1974 to discuss the general framework for
detalled procedures for replacement of ABM Systems and
Their Components as called for in Article VII of the
ABM Treaty. The experience we have gained iﬂ working
out the procedures we have initialed tonight will be
invaluable in meeting this task. It is recognized that
either side may convene the SCC at an earlier date should
it desire to raise any othecr matters within the scope

of our assigned responsibilities.

SECRET
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6. Mr. Commiséioner, in summary, the U.S. Component
of the SCC would like to express its appreciation to all
members of thelSoviet Component of the SCC for the direct,
frank and businesslike manner in which they have approached
the problems we have faced. The manner in which both sides
have conducted these negotiations is conducive to the
further success of the SCC. We have achieved mutually
agreed proccdures which both sides can be proud of, not only
for their content but for the precedent they set in estab-
lishing the capabilities and utility of the SCC. In my
opinion, the SCC has contributed, and will continue to
contribute, to reduging possible misunderstandings and
uncertainties that could arise in conneétion witn existing
agreements, and will continue to contribute to continued

overall improved relations between our two great countries.

SHCRET
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Attachment No. 7

COMMISSIONER USTINOV'S STATEMENT

June 19, 1974
Mr., Commissioner,

Today we have initialed the Protocols and attached Pro-
cedures, Governing Replacement, Dismantling or Destruction and
Notification Thereof for Strategic Offensive Arms and ABM
Systems, limited by the Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty
respectively, with the expectation that the signing of the
initialed documents will take place in Moscow in the course of
the forthcoming Summit Meeting. This successfully completes
-~ a specific phase in the activity of the SCC, established by the
Governments of the U.S. and the USSR to promote the implementa-
tion of the objectives and provisions of the Tfeaty and

Interim Agreement, concluded between our countries.

Today it gives me great pleasure to congratulate you, our
Deputies and all members of the U.S. and Soviet Components of
the SCC on the completion of the responsible task assigned to

us by the Governments of the USSR and U.S.

The work carried out in the course of three sessions has
convineingly demonstrated that, given mutual understanding and

good will, both sides,within the framework of the SCC, can

SECRET
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successfully carry out tasks related fo implementation of the
provisions of the ABM:-Treaty and Interim Agreement. We have
no doubts that the SCC, through its activity, makes a useful
contribution to the cause of general improvement in Soviet-

American relations.

Particular note should be made of the businesslike
atmosphere, and the constructiveness and frankness which
marked the Jjust-concluded SCC session and which is becoming
traditional for the SCC. We believe that this has to no
small degree contributed to our success, in spite of the exist-
ence of a number of complex issues, solution of which, as you

-know, required considerable effort on both sides.

Extensive and uséful werk in reaching agreement on
mutually acceptable formulations with respect to questions of
dismantling or destruction and notification thereof hag been
carried out by the working groups, headed by General Georgi
and V, P. Karpov., It is precisely due to their constructive
and businesslike cooperation that we were able to reach agree-
ment on procedures for dismantling replaced submarines and

on notification gquestions.

A special role in our work was played by the Executive

Secretaries and interprcters to whom fell the difficult task

SECRET
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of editing, translating and preparing a large number of texcs
containing proposals of the sides as well as the resulting
documents. I would like to express my gratitude to all
members of the SCC for their fruitful activity at this

session.

The results of our joint work seem to us to be quite
substantial; they lay down a good foundation for further

cooperation of the sides within the framework of SCC.

Both Components of the Commission apparently agree that
the Protocols and Procedures worked out in the SCC will, by
their scope and nature, facilitate strict and precise
implementation by the sides of the obligations assumed under
the Interim Agreemené and the ABM Treaty, using national tech-

nical means for thelr verification.

~

In this connection the Soviet side proéeeds fromlthe
premise that in actual implementation of the provisions of the
Protocols and Procedures, governing replacement, dismantling oxr
destruction for strategic offensive arms and ABM systems,
initialed by us today, both sides will be guided by precisely
those pfocedures which are set down in the texts of these
documents. The Soviet side also belleves that after being
signed, the Protocols and Procedures must retain their confiden-

tial nature and must not be subject to publication.

SECRET
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With respect to the time for holding the fourth session
of the SCC, we agree to convene it September 24, 1974. We
believe that there is also no disagrecment between us with
respect to the agenda for that session -- to discuss the
question of approach to procedures governing the replacement
of ABM systemé and their components which is permitted under

Article VII of the ABM Treaty.

In conclusion, Mr. Commissioner, allow me To express once
again my gratitude to you personally, to General Georgi, V. P.
Karpov, and all members of the U.S. and Soviet Components of

the SCC, for the work carried out at the third session.

Thank you\for your attention.

e

SICRET
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Attachment No. 8

June 19, 1974

PRES S RELEASHE

The US-USSR Standing Consulcative Commission met
for one hour on June 18, and held another meeting for
two hours on June 19 to complete its third session in
Geneva. The session began on April 2, 1974, US
Commissioner, Mr. Sidney N. Graybeal and USSR Commissioner,
Mr. G, IT. Ustinov agreed to convene the next session of
the SCC in Geneva later this year on a date to be mutually

agreed between them.

The Standing Consultative Commission was established

by the Memorandum of Understanding signed by the US and

USSR Governments on December 21, 1972, for the purpose of

promoting'the implementation of the objectives and
provisions of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement
on the Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms signed

in Moscow on May 26, 1972.
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SECRET/EXDIS i
SCC
Session IIT
A- 257

US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

Meeting, June 17, 1974
US Mission, Geneva

Personsg Present

Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr. Karpov

Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald Mr. Yereskovsky

Mr. Arensburger Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter)
(Interpreter)

Commissioner Graybeal opened the meeting by thanking
General Ustinov for coming to the US Mission at such short
notice. He sald that since he had called the meeting he
would propose thac the normal procedure of asking General
Ustinov to speak first be changed and said that he would
take the floor.

Commissioner Ustinov agreced and suggested that
Commissioner Graybeal proceed.

Commissioner Graybeal then gave a prepared statement on
the United States Government desire that the procedures be
signed in Moscow instead of Geneva (sece attachment.)

Commissioner Ustinov then thanked Graybeal for sharing
with him The instructions he had received from Washington.
He said that he would report those instructions to Moscow
immediately. Ustinov said that, as Graybeal knew, he was
at the present time expecting, literally from "hour to
hour", instructions from Moscow with regard to our future
work, with respect to Paragraph III.2, and also with respect
to signing the documents the Commissioners are working out.
He said that as soon as he rccelved such instructions, he
would immediately call Graybeal so that they could resolve
the issue which is still unresolved. He concluded that, as
Graybeal would understand, he could, unfortunately, say no
more in regard to the gquestions which Graybeal had raised
today.

SECRET/EXDIS
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Commissioner Graybecal thanked Ustinov and proposed
that The meeting be adjourned at this point and that the
Commigsioners agree that the next meeting should be held
on call of either Commissioner.

Commissioner Ustinov agreed, commenting that, as he
understood it, important meectings of the SCC were now
being held on the shores of Lake Geneva.

Commissioner Graybecal agreed and declared the meeting
adjourned. '

Attachment: As Stated

i Ve
SCC:CGFigéglrald:mtf:6/17/74 Approved by:SNGrafbeal
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STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAT

June 17, 1974

1. Mr. Commissioncr, I aﬁ under instructions to
inform you that the U,S. Government desires that the
Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling or
Destruction, and Notification Thereof for Strategic
Offensive Arms and for ABM Systems and Their Components
be initialed by Commissioners here in Geneva, and

signed at the forthcoming Moscow Summit.

2. At this/time, 1 have no guidance concerning
the U,S. Government's preference regarding who would
sign these procedures in Moscow. I am instructed to
initial the completed procedures no later than Tuesday,
June 18th, if possible, and to return to Washington

Wednesday, June 19, 1974,

3. As you know the Washington review of the JDTs,
preliminarily agreed by Commigsioners, June 5, 1974,

has been completed. There are no major problems.

SECRET
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I am prepared to proceed with our work, and to resolve
Para. III.2 of the procedures for strategic offensive
arms along the lines we have been discussing. With
resolution of this paragraph, we could initial the
documents here in Genevaj; this would certify that the
texts are authentic and prepared for Final signature
at the forthcoming Moscow Summit.

{

j

-
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SCC
Session IIT
. A~ DR
US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSTON
Meeting, Junec 5, 1974

soviet Mission, Geneva

Persons Present:

. Mr., Graybeal “Brig. Gen. Ustinov
Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr. Karpov
Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald Mr. Yereskovsky
Cdr. Atkinson Col. Belyanin
Lt. Col. DeSimone Capt. Kuznetsov
Lt. Cdr. Martin Mr. Marchuk
My, Burrell (Interpreter)

Mr., Arensburger
(Interpreter)

Commissioner Ustinov opened the meeting at 12:30 p.m. and
gave the Tloor to Mr. Graybeal.

Commissioner Gravbeal said that before turning to substantive
business he would Iike to introduce Mr. Tawrence Burrell, whon
the Soviet side had kindly agreed to invite to todav's meeting as
well as to the luncheon which was to follow. As the members of
the Soviet Component no doubt knew, Mr. Burrell has worked very
closely with Mr., Krimer and Mr. Arensburger on both SALT and SCC
business for several years, and appreciated the opportunity to
attend a mecting.

Graybeal then said that once again, in exchanging two
documents today, we were taking a very important step in con-
nection with working out the procedures called for by the Interim
Agreement and the ABM Treaty, The first document was the Joint
Draft Text, preliminarily agrecd by Commissioners as of June 5,
1974, of Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling or
Destruction, and Notification Thercof, for Strategic Offensive
Arms. Graybeal stated that he had been informed that the language
of this document had been conformed, and represented agreement
between Commissioners on the complete document with the exception
of the wording for Para. III.2 which still needed to be worked
out. The second document, he said, was the Joint Draft Text,

SECRET/EXDIS
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preliminarily agreed by Commissioners as of June 5, 1974, of
Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling or Destruction.
and Notification Thereof, for ABM Systems and thelr Components,
This document had also bcen conformed in its Russilan and English
versions, and was a complete document.

Graybecal said that at this time he would like to present to
Ugtinov Tthe English language texts of the two documents he had
Just described (Attachment No. 1 and No. 2).

Commissioner Ustinov, reading from a prepared text, said that
our Executive Secretaries, Col., FitzGerald and Mr. Yereskovsky,
had done a lot of work in a short time™by preparing the prelimi-
narily agrecd texts of the Protocol and Procedures for both
strateglc offensive arms and ABM systems. He wanted to express
his great satisfaction with the work that they had done and with
the results achieved. Ie hoped that within the next few days the
last question which remained unagrecd between Commissioners
would be resolved on a mutuvally acceptable basgis. Ustinov con-
cluded by stating that he agreed that these Joint Draft Texts
should be considered preliminarily agrced by Commissioners as of
June 5, 1974, and added that they would be sent to Moscow for
review today. He then passed to Graybeal a copy of the Russian
1angﬁ§ge text of each of the two documents (Attachment No. 2 and
No. .

Mr. Graybeal sald he fully endorsed Ustinov's comments with
respect to the work done by our Executive Secretaries., He stated
that he, likewise, would be transmitting the texts to Washington
today for final review prior to signature.

General Ustinov said that since we had planned lunch
together following this meeting, he thought we could probably
adjourn the meeting, which had becn very successful and produc-
tive, and turn to the real substantive business of lunch.

Mr. Graybeal agreed.

General Ustinov declared the meeting adjourned at 12:45 p.m.

Attachments:

1. English, JDT of Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms,
June 5, 1974

2. English, JDT of Procedures for ABM Systems, June 5, 1974

3. Russian, JDT of Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms,
June 5, 1974

), Russian, JDT of Procedures for ALM Systems, June 5, 1974

Drafted b%ZfPDeSimone:bd ' Approved by: SNGraybedﬁé'}
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Joint Draflt Text -
Preliminarily Agreed
by Commuissioncrs )
June 5, 197k

STANDING CONSULIATTVE COMMISSTION

- PRO'TOCOL

PROCFEDURES GOVERNING REDPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF,

FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of
the Interim Agrecment betwcen the United States of America
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on Certain
Measures with Respect to the Limitation »f Strategic
Offensive Arms of ‘May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto, and
the Agreed Statements regarding that Agreement, the Parties
thereto have within the framework of the Standing Consultative
Commission agreed upon procedures governing replacement,
dismentling or destruction, and notification thereof, for
strateglic offensive arms limited by that Interim Agreement,
as formulated in the Attachment hereto‘which constitutes an

integral part of this Protocol.

The Parties have also agreed on the following general

gulidelines:

SECRET
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1. The attached Procedures shell apply only to
systems to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed

pursuant to the provisions of the Interim Agrecment;

2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic
missile (ICBM) launchers or ballistic-missile submarines
and submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM) launchers
shall be on the basis of Articles III and IV of the
Interim Agreement, the Protocol thereto, and applicable

Agreed Statements;

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM
leunchers and assoclated facilities and for ballistic-
missile submarines and SIBM launchers shall ensure that
they would be put in a condition that precludes the
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs or SILBMs,
respectively; shall ensure that reactivation of units
dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of
those units would not be substantially less than the time
required for new construction; and shall preclude

unrcasonable delays in dismantling or destruction;

SECRET

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



Approved For RegJease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354000400010001-2

SECRET

2
S

4, Dismantling or' destruction procedurcs shall be
Tormulated separately for soft and For silo land-based
ICBM launchers as well as for ballictic-missile submarines

and SLBM launchers;

5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures
6
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished
by national technical means in accordance with Article V

of the Interim Agreement;

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with
the attached Procedures, facllities remaining at land-bascd
ICBM launch sites, and submarines, may, at the discretion
of the Parties, b& used for purposes not inconsistent with
the provisions of the Interim Agrecment and the Protocol

thereto;

7. Through timely end appropriate procedures, the
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type
of launchers on which dismantling or destruction has been
completed and is in process, and of the number of launchers

used for replacement; and

SECRET

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 o



Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354000400010001-2

[adnl ’YT:‘,']“V,‘J“\
PRSI N §

PSEING

A

8. The number of fcplacement ballistic-missile
submarines which are under construction simultaneously
shall not exceced a number consistent with a normal construction
schedulc. A normal construction schedule is understood %o
be one consistent with the past or present construction

practices of cach Party. -

This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall enter
into force upon signature of this Protocol and remain in
force Tor the duration of the Interim Agreement, and may
be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission as it

deems appropriate.

Done at Geneva on » in two copies, each in

the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally

authentic.

Commissioner, Commissioner,
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist
America - Republics
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ATTACIIENT

STANDTING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTIOL,

AND NOTIPFICATION THEREQCI', I'OR STRATEGIC OWPENSTIVE ARKS

L. General

1. Within the limits of the levels established for each
Party, launchers for land-based intercontinental ballistic
missiles (ICBMs) of older types, deployed prior to 1964,
launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear-powered
submarines, and launchers for modern ballistic missiles on
diescl submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic

missiles on modern nuclcar-powered submarines.

2. Modern submarine-launched ballisti¢ missiles are
for the United States, missiles instelled in all nuclear-
powered submarines; for the Soviet Union, missiles of the
type installed in nuclear-powered submarines made opera-
tiénal since 1965; and for both Parties, submarine-launched
ballistic missiles first flight-tested since 1965 and

installed in any submarine, regardless of type.

SECRET
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3. Launchers for oldcr ballistic migsilcs on dicsel
submarines may not be used for the replacement purposes
provided for in the Protocol to the Interim Agreement on
Certain Measurces with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic

Offensive Arms.

N, Dismantling or destruction: of replaced launchers
shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning

of sea trials of a replacement submarinec. Initiation of any
of the actions in Section IT below shall constitute initlation
of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. Initiation
of any of the actions in Section IIT below sgshall constitute

initiation of dismantling or destruction of a ballistic-

-missile submarine or SLBM launcher.

5. The beginning of seca trials of a replacement ballistic-
missile submarine shall be the date on which such a submarine
first operates under its own power away from the harbor or
port in which the construction or fitting out of the submarine

was performed,.

6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of
ICBM launchers and launchers for ballistic missiles on
submarines, being replaced, shall be given by the Parties

twice annually at the beginning of regular sessions of
SECRET

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



Approved For Rglease 2004/01/21-l:',!Q%-BPP80T00435M0040001 0001-2

7

- -

the Standing Consultetive Commission, reflecting the actual
status as of the beginning of that scssion of the Commission
and covering the period since the last report in the

Commigssion., The notification shall contain:

(a) the number and type of ICBE launchers (soft or
silo ICDBM launcher), deployed prior to 1964, and the number
of launchers for ballistic missiles on submarines, on which

dismantling or destruction has been completed and is in

process;

(b) the number of leunchers for ballistic missiles

on replacement submarines which have begun sesa trials; and

(c) the number of ICBM launchers and launchers for
ballistic missiles on submarines, out of the number
dismantled or destroyed, which have been replaced by
launchers for ballistic missiles on modern nuclear-powered

submarines.

(. DLach Party may on a voluntary basis add other
information to the notifications if it considers such infor-
mation neccessary to assure confidence in compliance with the

obligations assumed under the Interim Agreement.

SECRET
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IT. Procedures lTor Dicmantling or Destruction of lLand-Ragse

LCBM Taunchers Replaced by oLBM “aunchers

1. In all cases the following actions shall be accom-

plished in carrying out dismantling or destruction:

(a) removal from the launch site of the supply of
@
missiles and their components, warheads, and mobile

equipment; and

(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, erecting
and handling cquipment, and propellant-handling egquipment,
associated with the launcher and located at the launch site,
and removal of all dismantled cquipment from the launch
site. Launch equipﬁent 1s understood to be systems, com-

ponents, and instruments requlired to launch a missile.

2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions

shall be performed:

(a) areas of the launch pads centered on the launch
stand and at least 20 meters in diameter and missile launch
control posts (bunkers) shall be made unusable by dismantling
or destruction;

(b) fucl storage tanks shall be dismantled and removed
from the launch site; and

SECRET
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(c¢) debris of destroyed areas of launch pads and
of missile launch control posts (bunkers), and the fuel
storage tank foundations may be rcmoved, and, aftcr six
months, the places where they were located may be covered

with earth.

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions

shall be performed:

(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting,
launch tubesg, and silo headworks shall be dismantled or
destroyed, and dismantled components shall be removed

from the launch sitcs; and

(b) after the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a)
above have been accomplished, the silos shall remain open ior
a period of six months, after which they may be filled with )

earth,

L. After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished
iﬁ accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining
at ICBM launch sites shall not be used for storage, support,

or launch of ICBMs but may, at the discretion of the Parties,

be used for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions

of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thercto.

SECRET
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He Diemantling or degstruction of replaced LCDBM
launchers chall be completed no later than four months

after the replaccment submarine begins sea trials.

IIT. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Ballistlc-

Missile Submarines and SLFM Launchers Replaced by

New Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers

.

1. The following procedures, (Lo be performed in the
open, from which each Party may choose, are acceptablc for
dismantling or destruction of balllstic-missile submarines

and SLB3M launchers:

(a) scrapping the submarine and its launchers.

Scrapping shall involve extensive disassembly;
(b) removing the submarine's missile section;

(c) dismantling of ballistic-missile launchers on
older nuclear~powered submarines on which the upper parts
of missile launch tubes protrude into the falirwater may
also be accomplished by removing the missile launch tubes
together with the fairwater and those parts of the outer
hull and pressure hull above the missile section which
contain all of the pecnetrations for the missile launch

tubes.

SECRET
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The pressure hull and oubter hull may be restored by
welding into place new gections withoul missile launch
tube penctrations or miscile hatches. The saill and deck

may be modified in such & way that the submarine remains

seaworthy.

/2. Ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM launcher
dismantling shall be accomplished at major shipyards,
locatel in designated areas, where ship construction,

. 1
fitting out, or major overhaul is carried ouj;7

/7. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ballistic-
missile svbmarines, carried out in accordance with the
specified procedures, shall be accomplished in designated

areas;72

3. Under any dismantling opticn, launch-tube hatches
shall be left open throughout the entire period of dismantling,

and missiles and missile~launching equipment shall be removed.

L., iny of the foregoling actions shall be completed no
later than six months after the replacement submarine begins

seca trials.

1 Proposed by U.S. side.

2 Proposed by Soviet side.

SECRET
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1V. Prcecedures_ Tor Revlgceoment of o Pallistic-Missile

Submarine Lost at Sen or Disabled Beyond Repalr

3

In the event that a Lallistic-missile submarine is_ lost
at sea or disabled beyond repalr, such a submerine may be
replaced by another ballistic-missile submarine in accordance

with the following: b

(a) notification of the loss or disablement shall be
made to the other Party in the Standing Consultative

Commissions

(b) the number of launchers on the replacement ballistic-

miggile submarine shall not cause the total number of launchers

- to exceed that authorized in the Interim Agreement and the

Protocol thereto; and

(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall
be dismantled or destroyed in accordence with Section ITI

of these Procedurecs.

STCRET -
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STANDING CONSULIAPLTVE COMMISSTON

FPROTCCOL

PROCEDURES GOVERNING RINPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING
OR DESTRUCTTION, AND NOTIFICATICN THEREOF,

FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS

Pursuant to the provisilons and in implementation of
the Trecaty betwecn the United States of America and the
Union of Soviet Socilalist Republics on the Limitation of
Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, and the
Agreed Statements regarding that Treaty, the Parties thereto
have within the framework of the Standing Consultative
Commission agreed upon procedures governing replacement,
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for
ABM systems and thelr components limited by that Treaty,
as formulated in the Attachment hereto which constitutes

an integral part of this Protocol.

The Parties have also agrecd on the following general

guidelines:

SECRET
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1. The atiached Frocedurcs shall apply only to
systems or their componeats to be replaced and dismantled

or destroyecd pursuant to the provisions of the Treaty;

2. Any replacement of ABM systems or their components
shall be on the basis of Article VII of the Treaty and
applicable Agreed Statements; disﬁantling or destruction
of ABM systems or their components in exccess of the
numbers or outside the arcas specified by the Treaty
shall be on the basis of Article VIII of the Treaty and

applicable Agreed Statements;

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM
systems or their components, related to implementation
of the provisions of Article VII regarding replaccment
of those systems or thelr components and Article VIII of
the Trcaty, shall ensure that those systems or their
components and facilities associated wilith those components,
except for facilitics at test ranges, would be put in a
condition that precludes the possibility of their use for
ABM purposes; shall ensure that rcactivation of units
dismantled or decstroyed would be detectable by national
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of
those units would not be gubstantially less than the time
required for new construction; and shall preclude

unrecasonable delays in dismentling or destruction;

SECRET
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L, Replacemont and dicmantling or destruction
procedures shall be formalatced separately Tor above-

ground and silo ABM launchers end for ABM radars;

5. Replaccement and dismantling or destructlon
procedures shall ensure that adequate verification can
be accomplished by national techn®cal means in accordance

with Article XTI of the Treaty;

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance
with the attached Proccdures, facilities rcmaining at
ABM launch or ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with
the provisions of- the Trcaty and applicable Agreed

Statements; and

7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the
Partics shall notify each other of the number and type
(above-ground or silo) of ABM launchers and of the number
of ABM radars on which dismantling or destruction has hbeen
completed and is in process, and of the number of ABM

launchers and ABM radars used for replacement.

SECRET

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



Approved For Rglease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A600400010001-2

This Protocol and the atltached Procedurcs sghall
enter into force upon signature of this Protocol and
remain in force for the duration of the Treaty, and

may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission

as 1t decms appropriate.

Done at Geneva on _ _in two copies, each

in the Fnglish and Russian languages, both texts being

equally authentic.

Commisscioner, Commissioner,
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist
America Republics
SECRET
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AEIACHMENT .

SUARDING CONSTCTATTVE COMM SHTON

PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION,
AND NOTIFICATTON THERTOI,

POR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS
Lo Ixcens ARM Launchers at TeslU Ranges

1. Above-ground launchers and accociated equipment
shall be removed from the siteg, and the entire part of
the launch pad containing the launcher mount and reinforce-
ments shall be dismantled or destroyed. ILauvnch-pad debris
may be rcmoved and after six months the location covered

with earth.

2. Sllo launchers shall be made unusable by
dismantling or destruction of theilr above-ground structures
and headworks, and removal of launcher rails. Silo-launcher
debris may be removed and after six months the silos may

be filled with carth.

3. The dismantling or destruction actions described
in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be complcted no later than

three months after their initiation.

SECRET
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. iacilitics associated with dismantied or destroyed
ABM launchers at test ranses may, at the discretion ol the
Partics, be usced for purposes not inconsistent with the
provigions of the Treaty on the Timitation of ABM Systems,

and applicable Agrccd Statements,

5. MNotifilcation of the compTetion of the activities
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be given in the
Standing Consultetive Conmission twice annually reflecting
the actual status as of Cthe beginning of a regular session

of the Commission.

11. ADM Facilitics at Malmstrom

1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar buildings shall

be cut off.

2. Radar buildings for which wall construction had
commenced shall be left uncovered in thelr uncompleted state

for six months,after which they may be covered with earth.

3. TLauncher facilities and radar buildings for which
only foundations had been completed shall be covered with

earth.

SECRET
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. EFarth grading of the entire arca shall be

accomplished and construction materials removed.

5. Dismantling or destruction activities shall be

initiated no later than six months after agreement on

these Procedures.

. Notification that the above activities have

been completed shall be given in the Standing

Consultative Commission.

SECRIET
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[OCTOAHHAA KOHCY..BTATUBHAL KOMNCCHS

LIPOTORQIL .,

POIRYPH, PBPYn IPYLILE SANEHY, IEMOHTAL Vil YHUMTOSEELE
Il YBELOMADHAE O HiX, 18 CTPATEIWARCKNY HACTYTIATE.bHIX
BOODYREHMI

B COOrperCTBAM C MONOKEHUANM M B OCYUWECIBIEHMS BpPEMeRHOTO
cornawenuna mexny Cowzon Cosercrux CommanuCTuueCklx PeCliyCiur 1
Coepugennsni liraramn AMEDUKK 0 HEKOTODHX MEpax B 06iacTi orpa-
AT CHRA CTPATEIUYCCKNX HACTYIATEJbHHX BOOPYREHME oT 26 wmag
1972 rogpa, llpororona X HEMy, & Tanse CornaCOBAUHHY 3aABIEHui 3
cBAsM ¢ grim CoryameHueM yuacTmyoumue B Hux CTODOHH, B paMEAX
[IOCTORHHO KOHCYABTATMBHON HOMUCCUH, COTVIACHNUCH O NpPOLELYDAX,
PETynUpYOUIX BBMECHY, INEMOHTAN WU FHHUTOKGHUE U YBELOMJIEHUE O
HEX, 7 CTPATeTHUECKUX HACTYMaTeIbHHX BOOPYXEHUE, ODDPAHUUCHHHX
DIUM BPeMEHHHM COINAWEHUEM, KaK OHU CHOPMYNUPOBAHH B IIpMIIONeENL
K Hacroamemy IIpOTOKOLY, KOTODOE ABIACLCA HEOTHEMISMON YaCThl DTO-
ro Ilporokoia.

Cropomp COruacunlich Takme O CIEAYOHUX OOWUX DPYKOBOZAUUK no-
JTOMEHUAK S

I. Mpunaraeuue Ipomezyps MPUMEHANTCH TOJNDBKO B OTHOWLEHMNU
CPenCIB, BAMEHACMHX WU LEeMOHTHUDYCMHX WM YHUYTOKACMHX B COOTBGL-
CYBUN C MOUONMEHNAMU BpPeMennoro CorialcHud

2. Jo0afd 3aMEHA IMYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK MORKOHTUHEHTANBHHX Gai-
JUCTUYECKNX paKreT (MBEP) Wil MOZBOZHHX NOLOK C GAIAUCTUYECKUMU
POKCTaMU II MYCKOBHX YyCT@HOBOK ONiUCTHUCCHKNX DPAKET INOABOAHBX

Cexpemrmno
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poxox (BP Hu) ocymwecrnufercd Ho ocHopaddn Crareid Wl v I¥ 3poMeR-
HOT'O COTRAleHH, lpeToncaa B HOMYy, 8 Tanue COOTBErCIBRynuiy Co- -
T'JIaCOBAHHELIX 3AABICHUIY;

d. Ilponeayps yenoHTaRa MaK yENUTOMCHMA MDYCKOBLX yCTAHOLOK
HMBP ¥ OIHOCARNXCA K HUM COOPyReHli, a8 TaKMC [NOZBOZIHHX JNOJA0K C
OaUiMCTHUECKMMY pAKSTaME I IyCKOBHY yCTanonor bP Il ofecneulinant
IPUBE/IEHNE HX B COCTOfHME, LCHIILYAKUIEC BOBMOKHOCTE: WCIONB3ORIKMA
WX Znfl MYCHOT COUTBETCIBEHNO WMbP unum BP Iln; o0eCneumsawt BOSHO K-
HOCTH OOHAPYHMEHUA [TOBTODHOI'O DA3BCPTHLANNA ACMOHTUPOBAHHHX kil
JHUUTOREHHBX ENHHUL HAUMOHANLHHMI TeXHMUCCKUMU CpeACTRAME; ABII-
0TCHA TAXRUMH, UTQ BPEMfl, HEOOXOAUMOC IJIA MOBTODHOIO pa3BepILEBAHMA
9TUX ©JUHMI, HE OHJIO OH 3HAUMTENBHO MCHDLWE, UYeM BPCHMS, HEOOXOIa—
MOE€ I HOROTO CTDOMTENBCTBA; 8 TAKNC WUCKINYANT HeompaBAaHINe
BRTEPRKKL B AEMOHTARE MLM YHUNTOKCHUN;

4t TIponieziypLl ACMOHTAKA WA YHUYTOMEHUS (OPMYIUDPYHTCH OTHGIDL-
HO IS HEBAWHMUEHHHX YU 477 UaXTHHX NYyCHOBHX yCTAHOBOK MBP HaszeMHO-
I'0 CesUpOBaHMA, & TAKKe AN LOZBOZHMX JOAOK C GANLIHCTIUECHIIH
paxeraMy U IYCHOBHX ycranomolr bP IIi;

0. llpouezypu 3aMenH § ZEMOHTAKE WIM YHMMTOKEHUA 00ECIeuNBANT
BOBMOXHOCTE COOTBETCTBYNUEI'0 KOHTPOJNA HAUMOHAABHHME TeXHHUYECKILIN
CpeacrpaMi B COOTBETCTBUM CO Crarbedl ¥ BpeMeHHODO COINameHud;

6. [locne peMOHTa®a WIH YEUUTOKGHWA, IIPOBELEHHOI'O B COOTBET—
CIBil C npuiaracurMy Ilponenypamii, COODY®EHUS, OCTabUEeCH Ha CTapé
TOBHX NO3UUEAX MBP Ha3eMHOTO GasupoBaiiia, o TAKEC NOABOAHHE JiOLKM
MOTYT IO yCMOTpeHulo CTOPOH UCHOAD3OBATECH il LGHEH, HE MPOTUBO-—
pevauux monoxenuaM BpeMeHHOro corjawenng u IIpOTOKONS K HEMY;

7. TlocpencTBOM CBOEBPCMCHHHY U COOTBETCTBYRMUX TPOUETYD
CTOpOHE yBEOMIAWT IPYT ADPYPa O KONMYECTBE M TUIC IIyCKOBHX
yCTaHOBOK, Ha KOTODHX /CGMOHTAN WIM YHAUYTOWEHUEC 34BEDUEHH U
HAXOAATCH B CTrajull OCyWeCTBIEGHNA, & TAaKie O KOJUYECCTBG IIYCHKOBHX
yCT8HOBOK, HUCIONB3OBANHLX IJNA B3aMEHH; U

8. KonuueCTBO MOABOZHMX JOZOK C OailCTUyeCKUMH paxeTanu,
OZHOBPEMCHNO HAXOAAUUXCA B NOCTPONKG U NpPe/HABHAUEHHLX B KAUGCTBE
3aMeHl, HE OyZCT MpPEeBHUATH KONMYECTBA, COBMECTMMOTO C HOPMALLHHM
TpaQuKoM CTPOUTEUBCTBA. [I07 HOPMANBUHM TpPA(UKOM CTDPOUTEILCTRA

)
L3
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IIOHUMAeTCa I'papnl, COBMCCTMIHY C HPOWIONM Wil HUHCWHCH MpanTuxoi
CTPONTeNLCTBE Yy Kaxzon u3 Cropow, '
Hacronunit [lpoToron ¥ mpuiaracuse [IpOmeZypH DCTVIANT 1 Chily
C MOMEHTd NOAIMCAHUA Z3HA0TO [IpOTOoK0ja ¥ OCT30LCH B CHIG HA Ne-—
puoJ ZEUCTBLA BpeMeHHOro coraameHud, M [I0CTOsHHAT KOHCYILTA-
TUBHAD HOMUCCUA MOWET MO CBOGMY YCMOTPOHMO BHOCHTH B HUX NONpAB-
Klio

Cosepueto roza B ropoze MeHeBC 3 IBYX
SH3EMIIAPAX, HAMZHE HA pPYyCCHOM I ANTRUHCHKOM ASHKAX, IIPHYEL
o0a TexcTa HMEeWT OX.HaKOBYI CHiy. -

lIpeacrasurens [Ipepcrapurens
Cowsa Cosercrux CouManMCTUUECKNY - Coepunennnx [raros
Pecnydiiax Auepuxu
C
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NPUJICHEH L
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MOCTOARHAS KOHCYALTATIDHAT KOMMOC A

NPOUEAYPH, PEIVuHPYLIWE SAMERY, NEMOHTAN Vil YHIETOIEILIE
i YBEACMIERKE O HUX, Jud CIPATETFYECKEX HACTYIIATELLHBEX
BOOPYHEHIDA
I. Odmume .

I. [nsd 3amMeHn Ha NYCHOBHE YCTAHOBKY O8JIUCTHYECHMY DAKET
COBDPEMCHHNK ATOMHHX MOABOAHHX JOAOK, B NpeAcliax ypoBHEed, yCT.a-
HOBIGHHMX 72 Ea¥aoit 13 CTopoH, MOPyT WCHOAB30BATHCH NYCKOBLE
JCTAHOBKE MEHHOHTHHEeHTAALANY OCAiMCTHISCKNX pakeT (wbP) HA3CMHO-
ro 0asupoBalud CTApux TUNOB, Pa3BEepUyTHX 10 1984 roza, NyCHOBLE
YCTAHOBKY OaiijICTUUECKNUX DAKET JNOHX 8TOMHHX MOZBOZHHX JOZOH, &
[8KKE [IYCKOBHE YCTAHOBKM COBDEMGHHHX O8INUCTUYECHKUX DPAKET ANU3EJIL-
HHX NOZBONHEX JOLOK.

2. CoBpeMenBuny Ca/niMCTUUECKAME DPAKETAMU TTOZBOIKHX JIOZOK
cuuranrca: A CoenuHeHHNX MTaTOB - DAKETM, YCTAHOBIACHHHE Ha
BCGX aTOMHHX NMOZBOZHHX n0zxaX; znd CoBerckoro Comnsa = DAKETH TOTO
TUII8, KOTOPHE YCTAHOBJGHH HA &TOMHUX HOABOAHLX JOIHAX, BBEISHHHX
B 00eBoil cocTas nocae I96O ropa, a Tamkie nng olekx CTopon - Oamlni-
CTHUCCHUE DEKGTH [NOABOJHHX JOZOK, BICDPBHCE NpPONEIWME JETHHE WCIIH-

TOHUA [Tocie 190D roza u yCTaHOBIEHHHE HA NWOOR mozsozHofl noaKe
HE3aBUCUMO OT €€ TUIa.

3. llyCKOBHE YCTEHOBKM CTapHX GaJNCTUYECKUX PAKeT H& AU36IL~
HLX IOABOZHHX NOZKAX HEe MOTL'YT WCIONL30BATHCA Aid 1eiell sarMeHH,
IPEAYyCMOTPEHHNX [IPOTOLONOM K BPEeMEHHOMY COTJIANIEHMD O HEHOTOPHX
Mepax B 00naCTH OPPAHMYEHNS CTpaTEerUYeCKNX HACTYIATEJBHHX BOOPY-
HEHNRA o

4o [leMOHTEK WNK YHUYTORCHHE 3AMCHACMMX MYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK
HAUVHECTCA He MO37HEE ZaTH HAYAaJa MOPEXOAHHX UCHHTaHUI mozBozuoft
JOAKN, NPEeAHA3HAUGHIOW B KAYECTBE 3aieHn. HauanoM neMOHTaxa Wil
VHVMYTIOKEHUA NyCKOBON yCTAHOBEN MEP ABJIAETCH HAUANO BHIIOMHEHMS

Approved For Releasg 2@0%01{2@3: ¢1A;RBP80T00435A000400010001-2

o w
; ‘ s
JA S 23 !: "““«éﬂb



et oy

¥ Lo A
- i
Sa b N Lase ©

Approved For Rglease 5004/0{121 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2

-

i

-

NNOOrO W3 Meponpusnuil, yrasauusx dkke B Paszenc . Hadanow zpe-
MOUTAMA WM YHUUTOHCHMUA HOABOAHOH LOZK. C GasLLAC T Y 8C KHMI PaE =
raMid 1800 NyCROBOK yctTanowiky bLP Il ABIACTCH 11AUaO0 BHIOAHEHIN
JNO0T0 U3 MEPONpHATUN, YRG33HHEY #ume 3 Paspene .

5. 1IauacK MOpexXOonuHx WCIIHTAHW{ nozBOAmHON JoAKM C CANLANCT -
YCCKUMI PAKCGTEMY, IIPGIHABHAYSHHOM B KA4GCIBE 3aMEHH, ABIAETCHA
JaTa, KOs Taxas [MOABOLHAA :N0XKA BIEPBHE COBEpUacT NIARAHUC
CBOMM XOJZIOM BHE TOBAHM Wil OpPTa, TJC NpOH3BOAMIKCE MOCTPOHKA
UM OCHAHEHKE HOJABONHOW JOIHU.

6. YBCAOMICHIE O ZOMOUTAKE MM YyHUITORCHUN 3aMEHAGMEX
[IYCHOBHX YCTAHOBOK MBP ¥ IyCHOBLX YCTAHOBOK OalMNCTHUGCKUX DAKEST
IOZBOZHNK JiOZIOK NpPousBOoAUTCA CTopoHaMii Ipa pasa B TOZ B Hadale
PeryAApHEX Ceccufl [ToCTOAHROE KOHCYNBTATHUBHON KOMMCCHN MO QQKTI-
YeCKOMy COCTOSHUN HA HAUalO JAHNOW CeCCiih ROMUCCHL 34 Iephog CO
BPCMCHM [OCHICZHErO YBGAOMACHUA, MpejcrasieHyHoro B Howmuccum. 3
YBEAOMIEHIN YKA3LBAWTCH:

a) KONLYeCTBO M TUM IYCKOBHX yCTaHOBOK MBP. (HezawuueHHAas
VI WAXTHaMA NYyCHOBad ycTawosxa MBP), passepuyTex 10 1964 roza,

/I KO/MYECTBO MYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK OaiiUCTUUECKUX DAKET IOABOAHHX
JIOZOK, H& KOTODHX JEMOHTAR WIJ yHUUTOMECHLE B38BEDUEHH U HAXOAATCH
B Crajuil OCYUCCIBICHUA,

D) HonuyeCTBO NYCKOBLX yCTaHOBOW OQIIUCTUYECHUX DAKET HAa
NOZBOJHLIX JIOAKAX, HKOTODHE HaYaill MODPEeXO/HHC MCHHTAHUA U Ipei~
HA3HAYEHL B KAUECTBEC B4MGHH; N

C) KOJMUECTBO NYCKOBHX YyCTAHOBOK MLP 1 NYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK
CaIUCTUYECHYX PAKET IHOZBOAHMX JOZOK U3 UWCHA AEMOHTHDPOBAHHHX
Wi yHUMTOHEHHHX, HOTOpPHE OHAU UCMOJAB30BAHH A8 BaMEHb HA
IYCKOBHE YCTAHOBKY CANNUCTNUYGCKUX DAKET COBPEMEHHHX &TOMHHX
NOZBOLHHX NOJOK.

7. Kamgas CTOpPOHA MOWET Ha 700pPOBOLBHON OCHOBE LOMOJHATH
YBEIOMJICHUA ZPYTUMU CBCAENUAMU, €CJN OHA COYTET, UTO OHM HEOOXO-
TVME 778 0GeClleUeHNsT YBEPEHHOCTY B BHIIOMNNCHUY NPUHATHX 10 Bpe-
MEHHOMY COIJIAHEHMI0 00A3aTeNLCTB.

Cexpermno
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I. Bo BCex cayuasgx mpl IDOBEICHHU ZEiOHTAKA WM YRINTOWEHUS
BLIMONHAKNTCA CHEAYOUNE MEepPOIpHATLS '

a) yHajieHHe CO CTAPTOROI MOZHIMM 337aCH PAKET W KX KO0
HEHTOB, CO0A0BHHX 4YaCTEH I HOABHKHODO OCODYAOBANWA; U

P) rmemouTaw CTAamHONAPHNTO MNYCKOBOLO OGODPYAOBAHMA, MO4HEMHO-
TPanCIOPTHOTO OVOPYAOBAHHA ¥ 3anpaBouNnI0 OCOPYZOBaHNA, CBH3AH-
HOTO C IIyCKOBOW YCTAHOBKOW ¥ HaAXOZAmerocsa Ha CTADPTCBOH MORMIEH,
a Tauxe yaaleHde BCeI'0 ACMONTUPCBAHHOTO OCOPYAOBAHHA CO CTapIC-
BOfi mosuuuk. Ilogn IyCKOBHY QCOPYAOBARKEN [IOHMMAITCH CHCTEMH,
KOMIIOHEHTH U NPUoOpH, HEOOGKOLMMHE ZJIF [IPOBENCHNA NyCKA DPAKETH.

2. I OTHOWGHME HEBAHMMCHHHX CTAaDPTOBHX TOSULHE B AONOJNHEEWE
K MepPOIpUATYA, NEePeUYNCHCHIIM B MyHKTE 1, OCYWeCTBIANICHA CIOLYK=~
WIE MEpONpPUATHI:

8) yuaCTKM CTapTOBHX MAOUAZOK XUAMETDPOM 10 MEHbUeil Mepc B
20 MerpoB C LEHTPOM, HAXOAAMMCH Ha CTAPTOBOM CTONE, W IYHKTH
(CyHKGpH) yIPABICHUS TIYCKOM DaKeT NPUBOAATCH B HENPHTOLHOE INA
MCIIOJIb30BAKENA COCTOAHUE NyTeM ZAEMOHTAXRA WIN PAa3DyHEHN;

D) eurocru i XpaBCHWA TONNUBA JAEMOHTUPYOTCH ¥ VIAJIFOTCH
CO CTapTOBON MO3UMUK; U .

C) OGJIOMKN DA3PYWEHHLX yUaCTKOB CITapPTOBHX MAOWAZOL W NMYHKTOB
(OYHKCDPOB) yIPABJACHUA IYCKOM DPAKET, & TaKKe (QyHZAMEHTH eMKOCTCh
AJIA XPOHCHUA TOIJIMBA MOI'YyT CHTH yAAJCHE, & N0 UCTeYeHUN WLEeCTU
MECALeB MeCva, I'IC OHU HAXOUWINCEH, MOTYT OWTDL S3acCHIaHHN 3eMiel.

3. B oTHOwWGHUN WSXTHUX CTapTOBHX NOBUUL, B ZONONHEHLE K
MEPONPUATIAM, ITEPCUUCICHHHI! B IYHKTE I, OCyWeCTIBIAKNICH CHEIYDUUS
MEPOIPUATUL 2

a) BauUTHHC KDHIM WAXT, PCIBCH BaUWTHHX KDHU, T'8300TBOJHHE
KaHamabl, WAXTHHEG CTAKAHH M OI'OJOBKN MHAXs ACMOHTHUPYWNTCH HUIH
JUIITOMANICHT, & LCHMOHTHDOBAHEHHE KOMIOHSHTH YyAALANICA CO CTApTO-
BOM mO3.1uu; I

I) Docue NMpOBEAGHUA MCDONpPUATMR, NPEAYCMOTDPEHHHX BHIE B
noanysrre "a, waxrth OCTaBJANTCA OTKDPHTHME B TCUEHWE WECTH MECf—
OeB, IIOCJE YGI'0 MOD'YT OLTH 3acmnaHM seuneit. '
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4, Ilocie OCymECTBNEHUA JCHOHIAXA Mil VEUUTOKCHNA B COOD-
BETCTBIN C BulleyKa3aHAEME HPOUOAYNAMM COODYHCHNA, 0CTANMMUCCH 1Ha
CTapTOBHX MO3UUMAX HMbP, HE HCICHL3YWNTLCH [N XPaREHHT, O0CLVHM-
BAHUA LIW IIyCxa MDP, HC MOTy® 110 yCoMOTpeHuo CTOPOH HCHOLBIOBETL=
CH nns uenel, HE MNPOTURBODPCUALNX IMONORGIUAM BPEMEeHHOT0 CODuaucHhf
i [IpoTOKOMiA K HEHMY.

O. JemorTay wiy yHMYTOMCHUE SaMeHTeMHY IYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK
MbP sasepmacecd HE MO3Ke, UCM Uepe3 UeTHPe MeCsua NOC.Le Hauala
MOPEXOZHHNX HCHUTaHNAR momBoziIoi TOLKI, NIPEZHAasHAUEHHOR B KaueC1ne
BaMEHE .

e [poueaypsl 7EHMOHTARE UM YHUITOMENAA [1OABOMUHX
JOZ0I _C OankCT I USCRULM paieTaiiil W HyCROBHE

jE;leBOn LY I, aHQH{Q”HX 21 TTODBOJHLE N

JIOZHaln C OdﬂlnCEUQLChT W IVCROBHME

FCoahoBiam P T

I. [l peMoHTa®a WIN YHEUTOMSHUA IOABOAHHYX JOZOK C Oalii-—

CTHUECKUMM DAKETAMH U NyCKOBUX YCTAHOBOK BP Il NpUEMICMHMN SABJIA-

0TCH CHIenywllie MPOUenypll, OCYUeCTBIASMEE 04 OTKPHTHM HeGO:,
13 KOTOPHX Kaxnas us -CTOpPOH MOWeT ZenaThb BHOOD:

a) lLpeBpameHne B METaLi0IOM MOIBOIHON JOIKM I €6 UYCHOBHX
yCTaHOBOK. llpeBpanesye B MELANONOM HPCIYCHATPUBACT HANKUTAHNDHYD
pPas0opKy;

D) yranenne paxeTHOT'O OTCEKA IIOZBOZHON JOZAKN;

G) ACMOHT&M IIyCHOBHX YCTAHOBOK GCRIMHCTUUECKUX PAKST CTapHX
ATOMHHX II0ZBOJHEX JIOZOK, ¥ KOTOPHX BGPXHUE UACTH PAKETHHX MyCHO-
BELX WAXT BLXOZAT B OTDaMLeHUE WAXT, MOKET OCYLECTBIATHECA TAKKE
IyTeM CHATUA DAKSTHHX NYCKOBHX WAXT BMECTE C OTPaNIeHMEM WAXT
W TeMn 4aCTrAMUI JETKOTO W IPOYHOrO KOPHYCOB HAZL PAaKETHH: OTCEXOM,
B KOTOPHX HaXOAATCA BCE BLXOZM DAKCTHHX INYCKOBHX WaxT.

IIpOYHH{I KOpPIYC W JETKUH KOPIYC MOT'ys OUTEH BOCCTAHOBIEHH
HyreM BBApUB&HUS HOBHX COHUUNA, He UMECHUYUX BHXOZOB DAKETHHX NyC-—
KOBHX UAXT ! PAKGTHLX JNOKOB. OTpawzenue pyoxku U mamryGa MOTYT
OHTD MOAUQUIUPOBAHE TaKMM 00pPasoM, YTOOH COXDPAHAIUCEH MODPEXOTHLIE |
KauecTBaA IOZBOIHONR nOozKU.

CexperHO
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/72, JieMoHTAK ITOMBOAHHY, JOA0K ¢ CeiMHCTHUECKULM DaKeTal
U OYyCHOBMX yCranosox bP T DDOH3BOAUTCH HA HAXOUUNXCH B yHAZGH=
UHX pailoHaX KPYMIHUX BGp@ﬁX,THa KOTODPLX OCyuleCTRIAGTCH CTPOUTEINDL=
CLBO, OCHAMCHLC MAN KAMHTANLIMNE DEMOET CYIOB./

/2. lieNoHTax Wil yHUUTOXCHUG Ba8MEHTCMHX [MO07BONINK JOA0K
C CauiMCTUYCCIUME DAKETaMl,  OCYIeCTBIAACMNE B COOTBOTCIBMI C .
[IEPCUNCIESHINNI TPOUCAYPAMY, NPOURBOISITCS B YHABAHHEY palfioBax./—

3. llpa 7nOOM K3 BApPHAHTOB ZEHMOHTAEA JNNKH NYCKOBHX WAXT
OCTawnICH OTKPHTHMU B TEUCHKE BCETO MEDEOZ& NECMOHTAMA, & paKeT:
1 000py/A0BAHKEG 718 NMYCKA PAKCT yﬁaﬂﬂﬁﬁCH,

4, J0C0E M3 YHA3AMHHX PLIIE MEDONpPEATHH 38BepLaeICA HE I0o3He,
UeM Yepes MECTh MeCHUEB T0CLe Hauald MODPEeXOUBHX LCHMTaHWUA TOx-
BOALON JOKKK, IIPEIHA3HAUCHHC! B HAUECTBE 3aMEGHH.

1.

B m O 5e

pah(Jde, noruouem
MCKIKYENLIEC  PEMOHT

B rou ciyvuae, ecnu IOZBOZHAS A0ZKA C OALiMCTHUECKLMN PAKC.AME
THOHET B MODE WIM NOJNyYaeT HOBPEeRAEHNE, UCKANYEKUEEe DEMOHT, 00
TAKAA MOZBOZHAA JIOZKA MOWET OHID 30MELEHA LpyTofl MOZBOAHOR JIOHKCH
¢ CAIIUCTVYECKUME DAKCTAMN B COOTBETCTBUN C HUKECIELVHUM::

a) Zpyras CTopoHa yBeZOMiAeTCs B [I0CTOHHHOM KOHOyHBTdDuBhOL
KOMUCCHUN O THGEeNU UNU IOBPeRIeHUN;

D) HOMIUECTBO MYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK HA IOLBOANHOR JOZKE.C 63~
JUCTUYCCKIME DPaKeTaMil, MpPesHA3HAUCHHO# B KAUueCTBE B3aMEHH, HC
NPUBOZUT K NPEBEUMEHMIO O0Wero KOJKMYEeCTBA NMyCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK, pas-
PENEHHOTO BpeueHHnM Coriamesier u [IPOTOKOIOM K HeMy; U

C) IOBpGEIEHHAs NMOZLBOAHAA JOZKA ¢ CaljiMCTUUCCKUMH paKeTaHi
OEMOHTUpyeTCHd Wi yHAYTORAETCHA B COOLBETCTBUU ¢ Paszesnom Il Ha-—
crosunx [ponexyp.

alenﬂomeHMG AMEPUKSHCKOR CTODOHH.
lIpensioxenne CoBETCKOft CTODPOHH.
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LexcT comMeCrHOTO TPOSKTA
e Tﬁ?p““‘ﬂbHO"CﬂlﬂgQOF}H"
HHIA Mu@iCTaBATBHHMA

O MoHA I87ATTOR

R P

HPDJU&“ﬂ

N

TPOUEAY Fbl, PuTYINPYOWAE 3AMUHY ,~IBLOHTAR UL YU TOYZHUE
Y BELOMABHEE O HUX, 20A CUCTid NP0 B IX ROMIOLERTOL

B COOTBETCTBMAN C MONOMOHUAMY 1 B OCYMECTBAGHME [OTOBODA
mexzy Cowsom Cosercrux CommamicTuucckmy VecnyCnux u COeZNHE HHp-
My lraramy Amepuru 06 OTPAEMYCHWV CUGTEM NPOTUBOpPAKETHOR 06OPO-—
HH OT 26 Masg IS72 roza u COTVACOBAEHHX SafBACHUN B CBA3Y C 5TLM
Jlorosopon yuacTsyoumue B HeM CTODOHH, B pamMKax [loCTOgHHCH KOHCY b=
TaTUBHON HOMUCCUN, COTIACUINUCE O MPONEAYDPAX, PETyINPYOENX 2aMEHY,
ACMOHTaxR NIV YHUUTOXCHNE N YBEZOMIGHUC O HUX, Iad cucrem PO m
NX KOMIIOHGHTOB, OrpaHUYEHHNX 3TUM LOTLOBOPOM, KAK OHM CQOPMYILPO=-
Baus B llpunoxeHuy K Hacrosmemy [POTOKONY, KOTOPOE ABAASTCH HEOTHEM-
JeMO# uacThio aTOrO llpoToKoas, ,

CTODOHH COIMACUNUCE TaKKE O CICIVIOMUX OGLUX PYKOBOIALNX
[IONIOKCHNAX

I. lpunnaraeuue Ilpouesypy NPUMCHANTCH TOABEO B OTHOLEHUU
CUCTEM NN WX KOMIIOHGHTOB, B3uMEHAGMBIX U ZEMOHTUPYEMHX MIK yHUU-
TOXACMbIX B COOTLCTCTBUK C TIOJNOXEHUSMI ﬂoroﬁopa,

2. lnGaa sameHa cucTem [P0 uAM UX KOMIOHGHTOB ocymecTBHHeTcﬂ
Ha ocHopanuu Crarsu Yl Lorosopa, a Taxge COOTBETC TBYWMUX
CorsacoBaHHLX 3afABACHWS; ASMOHTAx WAM YHUUTOKEHUE cuctem PO miu
VX KOMIIOHCHTOB CBCPX KONUYECTB WM BHE DailOHOB, ONDPEZLENEHHHX
ﬂorosopom, OcymecTBARETCA HA OcHOBaHuu Cratsu YUl Jorosopa u
COOTBETCTBYLUUX COIMIaCOBAHHHX BaABJICHUMS

C e K p e THO

SECRET
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3. lpouernypu zewmouTaxa WiIM yHAYTONEHUA cucTem [P il 1
KOMIICHEHTCRB, CBA3QHHHC ¢ OCymeclnieuusy nojoxenmii Crarsu YO - -
B OTHOUICHKUA B3aMEHM BTLX CUITCH WIN KX HOMIOHEHTOB ¥ Crgarpu YU
Aoroxopa, 00SCNeUEBANT IPMBSASHME DTHUX CHCTEM WM LY HCMIOHCH-
TOB, 8 TAKKC OTHOGAUMXCH K 3TUM KOMIOHCHTAM GOOPYXEHME, 34
UCHMINYESHUEH COODY¥CHUM Ha HCHHTATENbHHX IONKIOHAX, B COCTOHHLES,
HCKINYANLEe BOBMOKHOCTE MCHNONBI0UBAHNA UX B mensx [PO; obecne-
UUNBIKNT BO3MOXHOCTE OCHAPYXOHWS HAUUOHAABHHMY TEXHUYSCHAMU
CpencrTBaMil TOBTOPHOIO DA3BEDTHBAHNA ACMOHTUPOBAHHNX UMY YHNT-~
TOMCHHHX CHMHUL; ABIANTCH TaKUMKU, UTO BPEMA, HEOOXOIWMOE ILJdA
IOBTOPHOIO pAa3BSPTHBAHNA 3TUX GIUHUI, HE OHAO OH B3BAUNTENLHO
MEHBUIE ; YCM BPCMA, HEOOXOAMMOE JNA HOBOI'O CTDOUTENBCTBA; &
TalzC UCKADLUENT HEONDPABAARHHC 34JEPHKM B LCMOHTAXC WIH yHUYTO-
HCHNK

46 [Ipouesypu 3amMeHy u aewonmawa Wi yHUYTOREHUA (DOPMYANDY~
0TCA OTAENDLIO IJIA HA3CMHHX 1 MAXTHHX IIYCKOBHX YCTSHOBOK IIPOTH-
BOpaxeT M ANA PanuoJIOKaluoHNuX cradnuit [1PO;

De [lponezypy saMEGHH W jeMOHTaxma WM YHUITOXRSHUA OCCCHIEyM-
BANT BO3SMOKHOCTH COOTBETCTIBYOLIESIO KOHTPONA HAUMOHEIBHLEMY TCXHMw
YCCKUNMU CpencTaamMu B cooTBercTsMI co Cratseit X Jorcmopas

6. llocne IEMOHTa®a WMNU YHUYTOXEHUS, NPOBELCHHOTO B COOT-
BETCTBUM C lpumaraeMuMu lpousiypaMu, COOPYEEHHA, OCTAKNIUECH
Ha CTapToBHx mosunuax PO uiv ma nosuuuax papuoioKaLUOHHHX CTaH—
nui POy moryT no yomoTpeHuon CTOPOH WMCNONL3OBATLCA ZIAA LEJENl,
HE npoTmBopevalux nomoxeHusaM [Jorosopa u coorserTcTsyniux Corma-
COBAHHHX 3afABICHUN; U

7. llocpencTBOM CBOGBPENCHHHX U COOTBETCTBYOIUX npouenyp
CTOPOHH yBEZOMISHNT APYT APYTa O KOJIUUBCTBE U TUIIE (HaseuMHasn
VNN WAXTHAA) NYCKOBHX YCTaHOBOK NPOTUBOPAKET ¥ O KOJWUCCTBE
PazuonoKauNOHHEX CcTaHuuil [P0, Ha KOTOPHX MEMOHTa® WM YHUUTOXC-—
HE€ 3ABCPWCHH ¥ HAXOZAATCA B CTELMU OCYUWECTBICHUA, & TaKke O
HONUYCCTBE I[IyCKOBHX YyCTAHOBOK NPOTUBODAKET U DA TNOTOKALMOHHbIX
craHuuit 1PO, ucnonpsosanuupx z1a 3aMEHH.

C €KX perTHo

TETA gy gy

'-v.-af i \Qf-w‘ E \; ;‘,_:i_, E
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Hacrosuuil [porokon u Epurarasupe Hpoueayps BCTyDART B
CHNy € MOMCHT& Hmogllicanya Ianworo [poToKoNa ¥ OCTERTCHA B CUidc
Ha nepnoy zeiucrsus Lovorops, u locroArsas ROHcynLTaTMBﬁaH
KOMUCCUA MOKCT HO GBOGHY yeMOTPSHNKN EHOCUTH B HUX NONPABH.

JOBEPUEHO 107 B ropoge HeHeBe B IBYX
ORSCMINIADPAX, KayAHi HA DYyCCHCM N AHDJIMANCKOM ABHKAY, IpPUUEH

0Ga TEKCTd MMCKT OAUHAKOBYR CHILY.

[IpencraBurens [Ipeacrasurens
Cowsa CoseTcrux COUMANUCTUIECHNX COeMHECHHEYX WTaTOR
PecnyGmux Amepuru
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HOCWOUHHTAR KOLC YL TA'LY BHES ROwCClisy

POLEy iy, PoTYANEYis i B0 Tk I YHUYTOREHIE T
YplAUMMsHIE O HUX, iy CHCTEM LPO U UX ROMIOEBHTOR

I. HYCROPHC YOTAHOBKN IMIOTHBOPIKET HA UCTIBHITAT81h HEX

g 60T

6X CBEDX YCTALOHIGHH  ROJMUECTH

I. ilasenHLe MYCKOBHG YCUYGHOBHKU ¥ OTHOCALEECH K HUM oG0Py IO-
BAHUG YAGAANTCA GO CLAPTOBHX NOBULUUE, & BCH YACTS CTapTOR0L N0
manKi, sarMMEcMand CTOLKOH MYCKOBOM yCTAHOBKM W ApMATYpPOR, ICMOL-
TupyeTca miy paspyuaeTcs. OCHOMKN CTapTOBON NAOWAAXN MOTYT OIS
YAGJICHE, & N0 UCTCUYCHMN MECTH MECALNCB 8TO0 MECTO MOXET OHTE 234G -
IaHo 3emMneli,

<. BBXTHHE NYCKOBHE YCTAHOBKU IPUBOLATCA B HENPUTONHOE
Aifi UCTIONBSORGHUA COCTOAHME NYTEM ACMOHTAXA WIH yHUYTOXEHNA
UX HaZ8CMHLX ROHCTDYKLMN ¥ OT'ONOBKOB, a8 TaKxe NyTEH yIaleHUd
Hanpaenapmux. OONOMKEE WAXTHHX IYCHKOBHX yCTaHOBOK MODYyT OHTB
YAAJCHH, @ II0 NCTEUYCHUM WECTN MECALEB WaxTH MOTYT OHTL
BaCHIIaHE 3EMICH.

3. JKA3aHHHE B NYHKTAX I W 2 MCPONPUATHA IO LEMOHTARy WK
JHIUTOXCBUI 38BEPUAKNTCHA HEC MO3KE, UeM Uepes3 TPU MECALa C MOMCH—
T UX H34ang.

4. COOpyxeHUA, OTHOCAWMECGH K JACMOHTUPOBAIHHM WL YHUAYUTOFC He
HOM TyCHOBHM yCTAHOBKAM IPOTUBOPAKET HA MUCIHTATEIBHHX NONMTOHAX,
MOTYT 1O ycmoTpenun CTOPOH UCIIONL30BATLCA AiA UENEH, HE MpoTHBO-
pevauny MoJoxCHUAM LOroBopa 00 orparuuyeduy cucrtem PO u coom-
BeTCTByMUX COIJIACOBAHHHX B8ABICHUN.

O YBEJOWIICHNG O 33BEPWGHUN MEpOUPUHTHUH, IPeAyCMOT PEHHHX
B NIyHKTax I u 2, npousBozuTca B [locTOogHHOM KOHCYNBETaTUBHOH
ROMUCCHM ZBA pasa B I'0OZ N0 (aKTUYECKOMY COCTOAHMO Ha HAuajo
perynsaproil ceccum KOMUCCUU,

CexperTHDO
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o Coopyzenia 1LFG wa GExe danui mpod

I MoTamumyecrue CTeUREM apialrypR sgaHui PAC cpezawrcd.

Ze OLALEs FIC, A4 KOTEPHE Ouio Y#¥& HaUaTO BO3BSZeHNie CTvH,
OCTABAAKNTCH HGIPUKDHTHMH B X HC38LEEPHEHHOM COCTOAHUM B TCUCHIE
MEeCT MECHUGB, IOCKE YEDO OFu MODYT OHTDL 38CHM&HH 3eunell.

S« CoOpymeHNA zjA NYyCHCBLX YCTAHOBOK, a TAKKE 37anns Fil,
M3 KOTOPbX OWJM 88BEPUCHH CTPOMTCABCTROM MU (YHZaMSHTH,
3ACHIIANTCH 381iJi€H. :

4. UCyueCTBAACTCH DABPABHUBAHNE ITOUBH HA BCEM VUaCTHE,
8 CTPOUTENLHHE WMaTepuaiy yHanawnTed. ..

5. PaCoTH [0 HEMOHTaMY WA VEVUTOXEHVD HAUMHANTCH HG
IHO8KHE, YeM 4Yepts WECTHh MEeCAUSs MOCJE COLNAacOBaHUA HACTORIUY
llponezyp.

C. JBEHOMNEHNE O 38BERUCHVUM BHNEYKASAHHHX MEDOIDPUATUR TpPO-
U3BOLUTCA B llIOCTOAHHON KOHCYMLTATUBHOL KOMUCCHH,

CexpeTHDO
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[AFATR]

W (1
session 1LIL
A- =G

US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

Genevs,

Mee Ting
Soviet ¥ivcgion,

Brig. Gen. Ustinov

Mr, Karpov

Mr. Graybeal
Prig. Gen, Georgl
1
L

Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald Mr. Yereskovsky
<M1, Anderson Col., belyanin
Cdr, Atkinson Capt. Kuznetsov

Mr, Marchuk (Interpreer)
Capt. Kornbchenko
(Military Interpretcy)

Lt., Col., DeSimone

ILt., Cdr. Martin

Mr, Arenshurger
(Interpreter)

the meeting by welconing the

Commis i i
gave the Ifloor to Mr. Graybeal.

U.3. Comoonent

00&m1591onmr tgzbeal seld that the Working Group on
Notif] atwuh:"ﬁfﬂCImtnD able Lnadnr>ﬂip of Deputy Commissionsr
Karpuv and Georgl, had again demonstrated our agbility to
resclve very complex issues. He sald it was nis understanding
that agreement had been reached in the Working Group on N“”“Lnb
for the various sections in the two Protocols and Procedurs
dealing with notiticaticn. The text of those paragraphs had
been conformed by our Exocufjvc Secretarlcs, and he hclipved
they could be considered "preliminarily sgreed by Commissioners.
Graybesal then provided Ustinov with a copy of the English-
language text of those paragraphs (Attachment No. 1),

General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and, reading from a pre-
parcd text,

matually ‘agreed formulations with respect to notification
yvesterday, June 3, and noted the appropriate four paragraph
numbers. He said that we should express our gratitude to the
Working Group for the successful completion of i1ts work on the
complex subject of notification, which had appeared to be one
of our most difficull problems. He stated that like Graybeal,
he believed that the formulations presented today could be con-
sidered preliminarily agreed by Commissioners, with the ususl

SECRET/EXDIS
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sald that the Working Group under Deputy Commissioners
Georgi and Karpov had completed 1ts assigned task of working out
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underatanding that elther side could introduce changes or
amendments 1 it were consicered necessary. With that, he
handed over Lo Gravbeal a c¢py of the Russian-lanzuage text
(Attachment No. 2).

M Gravieal sald that he thought this was a signiflicent
milestone on the road toward working ocutbt the mutually agreed
procedures called Tor by the ABM Treaty and the [nterim Agrecmont
and. its Protocol. Through the elfforts of the Working Giroup, hz
sald, we have achieved solutions in the net interest of both our
countries.

e concluded by stating that the U.5. side had no further

comments or statements to meke this morning.

General Ustinov sald he fully shared Graybeal's opinicn that
the work done 1In the Working Group was a considerable succesg in
our mutual work; it facilitated to a significant degree succes:s-

ful completion of the proccdures for dismentling or destruction

~with respect to both strategic offensive arms and ABM systens

and other components,
He said the Soviet side had nothing edditional for
this morning's meeting either, and suggested that 1t be
adjourned and that the Commissioners and thelr deputies con-
tinue their work in the informal post-meeting atmosphere,
Mr. Graybeal accepted Ustinov's suggestion,

General Ustinov adjourned the meeting at 11:25 a.m.

Attachments:

1. English-language text of notification paragraphs,
June 4, 1974 :

2. Russian—lan?uage text of notification paragraphs,
June U, 1974 :

Drafted by:IPDeSimone:bd Approved by:SNGpATbeal

SECRET/TXDIS
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/ hpree

LOTTERICATION

PROSEDURES FOR STRFTEGTC _OFFFNSIVE ARMS

Protocol, Paragranh 7

Procedures, Pa

L

.

d bv Commissionaers

7. ‘Through timely end appropriate procedures, the

Parties shall notify each other of the number

launchers on which dismantling or destruction

and type of

has been

completed and is in process, and of the number of lsunchers

used for replacement; and

aragraph 1.6

6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of

ICBM l1aunchers and launchers for ballistic miseiles on

submarines, being replaced, shall be given by

twice annually at the beginning of regular ses

the Parties

sionsg of

the Standing Consultative Commission, reflecting the actual

status as of the beginning of that session of
and covering the period since the last report
Commission., The notification shall contain:
(a) the number and type of ICBM launche
silo ICBM launcher), deployed prior to 1964,
of launchers for ballistic missiles on submar
dismantling or destruction has been completed

pProcess;

the Commission

in the

reg (soft or
and the number
ines, on which

and is in

Approved For Release 2004/0% ugM@F%EO%%AOOMOOMOOM -2
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(b) the number of launchers for ballistic missiles
on replaccment submerines; which have begun sea trials;

(¢) the number of ICBM launchers and launchers for
ballistlic missiles on submarines, out of the number
dismantled or destroyed, which ha&é been replaced by
launchers for ballistic missilec on modern nuclear-powered

submarines.

PROCEDURES FOR ABH_SYSTEMS AND TEEIR COMPONENIS

Prq}ggg&iﬁParagraph 7

7. Through timely and approprilate procedures, the

Parties shall notify each other of the number and type

(ébove—ground or silo) of ABM launchers and of the number
of ABM radars on which dismantling or destrﬁction has been
completed and is in process, and of the number of ABM
Jaunchers and ABM radars used for replacement.
Procedures, Paragraph I.5

5. Notification of the completlon of the activities
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be given in the
Sténding Consultative Commission twice annually reflecting
the actual status as of the beginning of a regular session
of the Commission.

N’
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LCHGT COBMEGCTHOIO MDOSKTA,
(IPEA2EPUTENIBHO COTTNECOBAk~
HUG HpegcraBarenaui

A mous I874 roya
ypﬁ U ”Fu,g
HEOUEAS PR W CTPA'LST mumm HACTYI uxr}mbdm BOOPY #EHN

poToKos, MyHKT 7

7. TI0CPEACTBON CBOCHDEMCHELN U COOTEETCTBYRMUX MPOIET Iy D
CLopoHy yBeAOMAANT APYT ZPyTd O KOJUUCCREE ¥ THNE HYCKOBLX
JCTAHOBOH, HA HOTOPHX LEGMOHTAX MIM YHUUYTONEHUES B3aBEPUEHH U
HaxOZATCH B CTajul OCYNECTHBACHUA, 8 TAKKE O KOJAUUYECTBE IYCEOBEX

y()'.l‘.61HO:BOHZ7 UCIIOJIL30BAHHHX JJist 3aMEHH; U

6. YBENOMIEHHUE O ZEWMOHUTAKE WIN YHUUTOREHNN 3aMEHSCMHX
NYCKOBHX YyCTAHOBOK MbP U NYCKOBHX yGTAHOBOK 0anyuc TULCCHU X
PAKEeT NOABOAHHX JOZAOK NpouanonuTca CTOPOHAMKM 7IBA pA3a B I'0J B
Hauajne PerymApHEX ceccuil [loCTOMHHOA KOHCYIBTATUBHON KOMUCCUH
o @axmmuecmomy COCTOAHNI0 HB HAuano HaHHOW ceccunm Komuccuu 3a
IIEPUOZ CO BPCWMEHU IOCIGAHEIO YBECAOMIICHUA, IPEICTABIGHHOIO B
Romuccun. B yBCLOMICHUU yEa3uBanTCH

a) KOJMYCCTBO U TUN IIyCKOBHX YCTAUOBCOK MBF (He 3aUULEHEAnA
NN WaXTHaA MyCKOBag yCTAaHOBKE WbP), passepHyTnx mo IS64 roze,
¥ KOJUYEGCTBO NYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK JalNUCTUYCCKUX PAKET HOABOZLHHX
JOZOK, HA HOTOPHX ZCMOHTay WM YHUUTOMCHUC B8BEPUEHH U HAXOAATCH
B CTAIUN OCYMCGCTBICHUSA

D) KOJIYCCTBO NMyCHOBHX yCTAaHOBOK CaliMCTUYECKUX PAKET Ha
F107BOpRCoyEsFar Release @004/0 2 12 GIA-RONBOTOQ4IFA0R0400040003-21 11 pe 1~

HA3HAQUYEHL B HAUCCTLEC 3aMeHW:
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C) KOUNUCCTBO NMYyCKORMX yCLAHOBOR HBP U MyCKOBH: yowaﬁonoa
CalNMCTUICCKEX paKeT HOABOAMINKX JOZOK 3 UYHCHA [EeMOHTHDOBAHELX
A VHGITOMEHHHX, KOTOPHE LK LCMOLDBIOBANM JUIf BAMEHH HA
NYCKOBHES yCTAHOBKN GaiiyiCTMieCHIX pano” COBPCMEHHNY aTOMHHMK
MOZBOJHHY JOZO0K.

HPOLFIW RS B4l CHCTER TIPO §i WX KOMITONEHTOR

HpOLOKON . IIYEKT 7

7. HoCpenc 30K CBOSBDENEHHHX M COOTBETCTBYOUWNX NIDPOLELYD
Cropoun YyBCAOMIART ADpYyD Apyra O KOJAUYeCTBe N THIE (H B eMHasa
a“_,i WM WAXTHAA) MYCKOBHX YCTAHCBOK NPOTHBOPARET U O KOJIMUECTBE
PasuOIOKanHORKEX CTanui [IPO, #Ha KOTOpHX AGMOHTaN MIU YHUUTOKS=
HIIC BaBEpUEHH U HAXOAATCH B CLajuil OCYLECTBICHHA, a TaKKe O
KOJIMYECYBE NYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK MPOTUBOPAKET I paﬂMOHOHaHVOhﬂUX

crarnuil [P0, UCIONB3OBAHHEX ZJIA 3aMEHH.

lponenypn, Paszen I, nynxr 5

O. YBEIOMIEHUE O 3aBEpOEHUy MEPONPUATH, NpezyCMOTPEeHHLX
B nyHgTax I u 2, npousBozurcs B I10CTOARHON KOHCYNBT8THBHOR
KOMLCCUN 7Ba pasa B I'0z 110 QaKTUIECKOMY COCTOSHMO HA HAYAJO

perynspuoit ceccuu Kowmiccuu,
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Approved For glease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354£00400010001-2

SECRET/EXDIS *

3SCC
Session IIT
A-240

ﬁS/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

Meeting, May 28, 1974
~ Soviet Mission, Geneva

Persons Present:

My, Graybeal Brig. Gen, Ustinov

Brig. Gen. Georgil Mr. Karpov

Col (Ret.) FitzGerald . Mr. Yereskovsky

Mr, Anderson Col, Belyanin

Cdr. Atkinson Capt. Kuznetsov

Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter)
Lt. Cdr. Martin Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter)
Mr. Smith Capt. Korobchenko

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) (Military Interpreter)

s

Commissioner Ustinov welcomed the US Component and opened
the meeting. He then stated that the Working Group which had been
established to consider '"naval matters" had completed its work

- with respect to reaching agreement on an Agreed Interpretation

of Some Terms Pertaining to the Dismantling of Ballistic-Missile
Submarines and SLBM Launchers. He saild this work had been done
in accordance with the provisions of Para. 7 of the SCC Regula-
tions, with the goal of ensuring uniform understanding by both
sides of those terms. The Soviet Component proceeds from the
premise that the document which has been worked out and agreed
upon is an internal SCC document which must be entered into the
record of today's meeting. Ustinov concluded by proposing that
he and Graybeal initial the document, which had been done in two
copies each in the English and Russian languages, both copies
being equally authentic.

Commissioner Graybeal said that he was in complete agreement
with Ustinov'!s statement. He believed that the work of the
Working Group on the "Agreed Interpretations of Some Terms'" had
been a useful exercise, and that in accord with Para. 7 of the
Regulations, it should be entered into the record of SCC pro-
ceedings. He said he was prepared to initial the document,

SECRET/EXDIS
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The SCC Commissioners initialed the documents and exchanged
them in accord with normal procedures (Attachment No. i).

Mr. Graybeal, having been given the floor by Ustinov,
delivered his prepared comments on Para. 1, Section IITI of the
offensive Procedures (Attachment No. 2).

General Ustinov said that he fully agreed with the compli-
ment Graybeal had paid to the Chairmen and the members of the
Working Group, and with his evaluation of the work which had
been done, specifically with respect to the agreement achieved
on Para. III.1l of the offensive Procedures. He stated that he
also agreed with Graybeal's remark that we appeared to be nearing
completion of the work required to accomplish our task in con-
nection with the "naval issues.”

On the question of Para. III.4, he said, we had two formula-
tions on the table--the Soviet proposal of May 10 and the US
proposal of May 17. He hoped that the Soviet side would soon
be able to comment on that US proposal, which was currently being
given most careful consideration.

However, he concluded, in addition to the problem remaining
in Section III, we had a no less important problem, and in the
Soviet view a more complex one, before us. He said he was
referring to the notification 1ssue, which was reflected in
Para. 7 of both Protocols and in Para. 1.6 and Para. 1.5 of the
offensive Procedures and ABM Procedures respectively. He saild
the Soviet side, on May 14, had proposed a formulation for
Para. 6 of the offensive Procedures, and he hoped the US side
would soon be able to comment on this Soviet proposal so that
our work could move forward.

Mr. Graybeal sald that he did, indeed, have some comments
to make on that soviet proposal concerning notification pro-
cedures, and delivered his prepared comments (Attachment No. 3).
He also tabled the US Working Document contalning proposed
language for the paragraphs on notification in both sets of
Procedures (Attachment No. 4).

General Ustinov said that the Soviet side had listened with
most careful attention to Graybeal's statement and proposal
with respect to notification, and that they would be studied
most carefully. He said he would like to propose, to accelerate
work on this problem, that we utilize the good experience we
had had in the Working Group on SLBM submarine and launcher
dismantling or destruction, and establish a working group to

SECRET/EXDIS
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study notification questions and find mutually acceptable
solutions., By doing so, we could gain time, he said, and he
thought that General Georgi and Mr. Karpov would not decline
to head up such a working group. :

Mr. Graybeal stated that he would give careful study to the
proposal to establish a working group, and respond at an early
time. He said that though we certainly recognized the capabil-
ities of our Deputy Commissioners, it was his belief that there
was still some unfinished work with respect to Section ITI. He
was not certain that we would want to burden Karpov and Georgl
with an additional task; as an alternative, perhaps he,
Graybeal, and Ustinov could sit down and work the notification
problem., In any case, he said, we would be 1n touch through our
Executive Secretaries concerning Ustinov's proposal.

General Ustinov agreed with that approach, said that the
SovieT side had no additional matters to bring up, and asked
whether the US side had any other business.

Mr. Graybeal said that he had nothing further for this
morning's meeting. '

General Ustinov said he thought that the next meeting of
the SCC could be scheduled after the US side had decided upon
its response to his proposal for establishing a working group.
However, should we decide that the next meeting would be an
SCC meeting, that would take place on Friday, May 31.

Mr. Graybeal agreed.

General Ustinov adjourned the meeting at 11:50 a.m.

Attachments:

1. Agreed Interpretation of Some Terms Pertaining to the
Dismantling of Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM
Launchers, Agreed by Commissioners, May 28, 1974, Geneva

2, Commissioner Graybeal's Comments on Section III, Para. 1
of Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms

3. Commissioner Graybeal's Comments on Notification

. US Working Document on Notification Procedures

Drafted biéiPDeSimone:bd Approved by:SNGraygeal
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! SECRET Attachment Noj 2

COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - SECTION III,
PARA. 1 OF PROCEDURES: FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

May 28, 197k

1. Mr. Commissioner, on May 3, 1974, we established
a Working Group to work out procedures for dismantling or
destruction of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM
launchers and to clarify terminology associated with
these procedures. Today, we have completed agreement
on the terminology and exchanged documents thereon for
the record. I am gdvised that the Working Group has
made significant progress on resolving the "naval issues"

in Section ITII.

2. It is my understanding that the Working Group
has effectively reached agreement on Section III, Para. 1.
In this connection, it is recognized that final agreement
on Section III, Para. 1 is contingent upon resolving
Section III, Para. 4 along the lines proposed by the
U.S. side on May 17, 197k.

SECRET
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3. Mr, Commissloner, Section III, paragraph 1
provides for three alternative procedures from which

each Party may choose for dismantling or destruction

. of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM launchers,

Should either side choose to imélement the procedure

in Para. 1(b) calling for the removal of the submarine's
missile section, it is understood that if the missile
section is to be replaced, it will not be replaced by

a new section of similar dimensions; any replacement
section must be significantly shorter in overall length
than the missile séction it replaces. Similarly, in
implementing the procedures in Para. 1(c) it is understood
that the dimensions and profile of any modified sail will

be distinguishably different from those of the fairwater

which was removed.

L, Mr. Commissioner, with the positive results
being achieved in the Working Group, weiappear to be
nearing agreement on all the "naval issues" reflected
in Section III. When we have reached agreement on Section IIT
we will also have agreement on Sedtion I, Para. 2, and thus

on all aspects of the procedures for strategic offensive

SECRET
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arms and for ABM systems and their components "Preliminarily

' except for those aspects dealing

Agreed by Commissioners,'
with notification. I want to compliment the Chairmen and
the Soviet and'U.S. members of the Working Group on both
the constructive manner in which they approached the problem

and the results achieved to date.

SECRET
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - NOTIFICATION
May 28, 1974

l. Mr. Commissioner, as a result of a great amount
of work done by both Components of the SCC involving
direct, frank and businesslike discussions at all levels,
we appear to be nearing successful resolution of our
asslgned task of working out the mutually agreed procedures
called for by the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement
and its Protocol with the exception of one major area --

namely, notification.

2. Timely notification is recognized by both sides
as a required part of the procedures for replacement,
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for
strategic offensive arms and for ABM systems and their
components. This is reflected in Agreed Statement "K"

to the Interim Agreement.

IT
3. Mr. Commissioner, I must again make absolutely
clear that the United States considers that certain prior

notification measures would promote the implementation of

SECRET
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the provislons and objectives of the ABM Treaty and the
Interim Agreement by reducing potential misunderstandings
and uncertainties, wduld enhance the viability of tﬁese
and future arms limitation agreements, and thereby
contribute to continued improved relations between our

two countries. The U.S. side believes that prior notifica-
fion would result in significant benefits at little or no
cost or effort, and at no risk to the security interests

of either side.

L, The Soviet side has not addressed the substance
of the various U.S. proposals; rather, it has continually
stated that any form of prior notification is unacceptable
as a matter of principle. In my view, this has resulted
in disappointing exchanges on the subject of notification,
particularly when compared with the in-depth, direct and
frank exchanges we have had on other subjects. The Soviet
side has not engaged in direct and frank exchanges on the
essence or substance of the various U.S. proposals on

notification.

IIT
5. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side has carefully

reviewed Soviet statements and proposals involving

notification, including the Soviet proposal of May 14

SECRET
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for Para. I.6 of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms.
In the interest of finding a mutually acceptable solution

to this one remaining issue, today I am tabling a Working
Document of the U.S, SQC Component which fully takes into
account the views and proposals of both sides, and provides

a satisfactory solution to the overall notification problem.

(Read and pass to Commissioner Ustinov Working Document. )

6. Mr. Commissioner, you will note that the new

language for Para. 1.6 incorporates proposals and formulations

previously suggested by each side. Specifically, the U.S.

i-ﬁi'fi side has made a major move toward a solution to the notifica-
tion dssue by dropping the reguirement for reporting on the
number of replacement SLBM launchers on submarines which

| have been launched but have not yet begun sea trials. The

U.S. side is willing to make this major change in Para. I.6(Db)

provided the Soviet side accepts in principle the U,S.

approach and proposed language for Para.-I.6(a) and for

Para. 7 of the Protocol.

7. You will also note that we have incorporated the
Soviet pfoposal for Para. I.6(c), although we consider such
reportihg unnecessary and somewbat overlapping with that

reporting called for in other portions of Para. I.6.

N’ ' SECRET
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8. You will also note that we have accepted Soviet-
proposed language for Para. I.5 of the Procedures for ABM

Systems and Their Components.

9. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S., side has made a
éignificant move today; one which takes full account of
Soviet views and proposals, and which is designed to provide

a mutually acceptable solution to the one remaining issue.
Iv

10. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S, side has now removed
from its proposed notification procedures all requirements
for notification that could possibly be construed to be
"prior notification." This U,S. proposal provides for a
mutually acceptable solution to the notification issue in

the Procedures we are currently charged with working out.

11. Mr, Commissioner, I fail to understand the reluctance
of the Soviet side to provide in these Procedures for an
exchange of information that would help meet the objectives
of the SCC by reducing misunderstandings and uncertainties.
Although the U,S. side has made this move to facilitate

agreement on the procedures we are charged with working out,

SECRET
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| the United States remains firmly convinced that prior
E notification measures are valuable in reducing potential
misunderstandings and uncertainties and in enhancing
the viability of exlisting and future arms limitation
agreements.
‘7 F
SECRET
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SECRET

Working Document of
U.S. SCC Component
May 28, 1974

NOTIFICATTION

PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

Protocol, Paragraph 7.

"7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type of
launchers on which dismantling or destruction is in process

and the number of replacement launchers; and"

Procedures, Paragraph I.6.

"6. Notification of replacement and dismantling or
destruction activities shall be given at the beginning of
each regular session of the Standing Consultative Commission,
reflecting their status as of the beginning of that session
and covering the period since the last report in the Commis-

sion. The notification shall contain:

(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964
and for ballistic-missile launchers on older
submarines, the number and type (silo ICBM

launcher, soft ICBM launcher, or SLBM launcher)

SECRET
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on which dismantling or destruction is in
process and the number and type on which
dismaﬁtling or destruction action has been
completed since the last report in the

Commission.

(b) For replacement SLBM launchers, the number
on submarines which have begun sea trials

since the last report in the Commission.

(c) The number of ICBM and SLBM launchers, out
of the number on which dismantling or
destruction has been completed, which have
been replaced by launchers for ballistic
missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines

since the last report in the Commission."

PROCEDURES FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS

Protocol, Paragraph 7

"7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type of
ABM launchers and the number of ABM radars on which dis-
mantliﬁg or destruction is in process, and the number of

replacement ABM launchers and ABM radars.”

SECRET
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Procedures, Paragraph 1.5

"5, ©Notification of the completion of the activities
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be given in

the Standing Consultative Commission twice annually

'reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular

session of the Commission."

SECRET .
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Geneva ' ' ' Agreed by Commlssioners
- ' May 28, 1974

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

AGREED INTERPRETATION OF SOME TERMS PERTAINING TO THE
DISMANTLING OF BALLISTIC-MISSILE SUBMARINES AND SLBM LAUNCHERS

To ensure uniform understanding of some terms pertaining
to the dismantling of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM
launchers,.the Commissioners have agreed that, for the purposes
of the provisions of Section  IITI of the Procedures for strategic
offensivé.arms, the terms below shall mean: '

1. SAIL - the structure above the outer.hull which encloses
the bridge, conning tower, and retractable devices (antennas,
periscopes, etec.).

2. FAIRWATER - on submarines on which the upper parts of
the missile launch tubes protrude into the enclosure which is
adjacent to and-an extension of the sall, the fairwater is the
structure abOve'the outer hull which immediately encloseg the
missile launch tubes.

3. SUPERSTRUCTURE - on submarines on which the upper parts
of the migsile launch tubés do not protrude into the fairwater,
the superstructure is the structure above the outer hull which
encloses the missile launch tubes protruding out of the pressure
hull. |

L4, TLAUNCH TUBE - the cylindrical structure which is welded
to tne pressure hull and encloses the missile, including the

complete misslle launcher.
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CeKpeTHO

I KEeHEB] Corzacosano llpeznt rasuTensmy
. &8 mas I874 roza

LOCTOSIHHAA KOHCYJBTATUBHAR KOMUCCIs
COTAACOSAHHOZ LOAROSAHUE HSKQTOFEX TEPMIHOB, OTHOCHIUXCS
K JISHOHTALY TIOABOLHEX NOAUK C SAIANCTUURCKINM PARDLA.

I IYCKOSHX YOIAHOSUK bP 1l

B nensx oGecneuenns eAUHO00Pa 3HOTO MOHMMAHUA HEKO TODHX
TCDMUHOB, OTHOCAMUXCH K JEMOHTA®y IOABOAHHX JIOLOK G CaiUCTH—
| UCCKMMU paxeTaMu M MYCKOBHX ycTaHoBok BP I, llpezcramurenn co-
IVIACUIINCh, YTO NPUMEHUTELBHO K IHONOXSHUAM Paszena I lipouezyp
II0 CTPATETHUYECKNM HacTynamensuuM BOODYHCHUAM HUKECIIE Iy 0Lye

TEPMUHE 03HAYANT:

I. OTPAnABHLE PYLKI ~ coopymenue HazZ JETKUM KOPIyCoM,
KOTODPOC OrpaxZacT MOCTUK, CO8BYN DPYyOKY U BHIBHUKHEC ycrpoiicrsa

(BHTCHHH, NEPUCKONH U T.I.).

©. OLPARIEHNE WAXT - HA mOZBOZHHY JIOIKAax, Ha HOTOPLX
BOPXHNEG YaCTH DPAKGTHHX NYCKOBHX WAXT BHXOLAT B OTpaxienue, MIpH-
MHKADUGEe K OIpamACHUN PyOKU U ABAANNEECH NIPOZOIKEHUEM orpax e ~
HUA DPyOKU, OTPaxZeHUEM mWaXT CUNTaeTcH COOpPYyXEHUE HAI Ji6 I'KUM

KOpPNyCOM, HEIOCPeACTBEHHO OTpaxianiiee DaKkeTHue IIYCKOBHE [lia XTH.
3. HAICTPOUKA - Ha INOLBONMHHX JOLKAaX, Ha KOTODHX BEPXHUE
49CTH DaKCTHHX NYCKOBHX WAXT HE BHXOZAT B OTDAKISHIE LaxT,
HEACTPONKOY CUMTACTCA COOPYXEHUE HAX JNETKUM KODIIyCOM, OI'paxig-—
WUEEe DPAKETHHE NYCKOBHE WaXTey BHXOZALUE M3 NPOYHOT'O KOPMyCa.
4. UYCHUBAH WAXTA - KoHGTpyRIUA OWIMHZPUYECKOY (O pMBl, KOTO-

pa# BBApUBAGICA B IPOYHHY KOPIYC U OTPAkAAET DAKeTy, BHIOYAH

?C}%ééﬁgvee%}%? Reteass B8 6u17 2 FOREDP80T00435A000400010001-2 P2
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MEMOPANULN”OFFONVERSKHON
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION
GnNLVA,QNJLERLAND
DATE: May 21, 1874
TIME: 1100 - 1240
PLACE:  US Mission, Geneva

SUBJECT:  Working Group Meeting, May 21, 1974

PARTICIPANTS: us USSR

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr. V. P. Karpov

Mr. R. A. Anderson Mrr. A, 5. Yercvsiovsky

Cdér. G. Atkinson Capt. V. P. Kuznetsov

Lt, Jol. . P, DeSimonc Capt. Ye. G. LOIOU”%GWWD

Lt. Cdr. R. K. Martin (Military Interpreter)

Mr. P. Afanasenko Mr., B. Yu. Marchuk
(Interpreter) (Interpreter)

FitzGerald opencd the meeting stating that in the continued
absence of General Georgl he was pleased to welcome Karpov and his
colleagues of the Soviet Component of the Working Group to the
prcmises of the US NLSSLOH. FitzGerald tumed the Iloor over
to Karpov.

Karpov stated he would like to make a few comments regard-
ing Para. ITI1.1(e) submitted by the US side at the p?@Vious
meeting of the Working Group. He then gave a prepared state-
ment (Attachment No. 1).

FitzGerald stated the US side would take into account
the remarks made by the Soviet side this morning and pay appro-
priate attention to them. He added that on the part of the US
side, he also had some comments to make. itzGerald then read
his prepared statement (Attechment Wo., 2).

Karpov stated that he understood FitzGerald's statement
to be a conclise and accurate historical review of k events
which had taken place over the last two weeks. He asked "But
what does it mean in terms of our effort to reach mutually
agreed procedures?'

FitzGerald stated that there was an old Latin ssying which

would Le anproorlato and for which there was a precise counter~
part in Russisn--"Repetition is the mother of learning."
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PitzGerald stated that he thought the purpose of this so-called
"historical review'! was to indicate that, while both sides had
made some contributions, the US Component feels 1its contributions
have been more positive and more recent than those of the Soviel
Component as regards reaching a soluticon for Section IIT1.

Karpov responded that his understanding was that the US
side wanted to say that it had set forth everything and it is up
to the Soviets to decide now. He stated he did not think the
situation is like this. Karpov pointed out that both sides had
tried to introduce changes in its initiel drafts and that it
seemed to him we had not exhausted the possibilities for further
negotiation. He stated that he thought the solution of gquestions
to Section III, particularly Para. 1, should be considered in
the light of both sides searching for nutually acceptable solu-
tions. It was not only up to the Soviet side to make further
decisions; it was also up to the US gide. Karpov then gave a
prepared statement (£ttachment No. 3) and submitted a new Soviet
proposal to replace the US-proposed subparagraph (e) (Attachment

No. 4).

FitzGerald steted that his preliminary reaction to the
Soviet proposal is that 1t was a step in the right directilon,
Karpov interjected that the Soviet side was moving to meet the
US side “half-way." TFitzGerald commented that any time either

side shows willingness to meet the other half-way, 1t is a step

in the right direction. He would study the proposal more closely
and discuss it with the US advisors during a break and Karpov
and he might decide how they would proceed thereafter.

Following a 4O-minute break, FitzGerald commented he belleved
that the advisors had had time for useful discussion and that the
remsining order of business was to set a time and place for the
next meeting. FitzGerald proposed the next mecting be held at
the Soviet Migsion at 1100 hours on Friday, ol May 1974 and that
it would be a Working Group meeting. Karpov agreed. FitzCGerald
commented that the agenda would be as agreed in his private
conversation with Karpov. (Comment: FitzGerald and Karpov
had privately agreed thatl TFriday's meeting would be devoted To
discussion of an agreed formulation for the "H-Class only" para-
greph which will, in the future, be called Para. III.1(c).

Tt was also agreed that the Soviet side might also, but not
necessarily, table a counter~proposal for Para. III.H).

SECRET/EXDIS
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Meeting adjourned at 1240,

Attachments:

1. Karpov Statement, May 21, 1974

2., Col. FitzGerald's Comrents: Section IIL of Procedures
for Strateglc Offensive Arms

3. Karpov's Second Statement, May 21, 1974
L. Working Document of the Soviet SCC Component,

Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, Secctlon
ITIT, paragraph 1

DRAT'TED BY: Approved by: ,{%)
Blii\/liietlﬁin :bd . C.G, FitzGersgl d.*-
- k;, /
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Attachment No. 1

KARPOV STATEMENT, May 21, 1974

The Soviet SCC Ceoemponent has carefully studied
the proposal for paragraph III.1(e) (old designation) of
the strategic offensive arms Procedures, tabled by the.

U.S5. side at the May 17 Working Group meeting.

Unfortunately, those changes which were introduced
into the text of the May 10, 1974 U.S. proposal on this
very question, do not alter the essence of the U.S.
side's position on the guestion under discussion. There-
fore, the new wording of the U.S. proposal, just as the

previous wording, cannot be accepted by the Soviet side.

We have already spoken on this subject and would
like to omphasizé once again: like the U,S. side, the
Soviet Component of the SCC,-in i1ts consideration of
questions pertaining to the scope of dismantling of sub-
marines being replaced, fully takes into account the
provisions of paragraph 3 of the strategic offensive arms
Protocol, agreed by both sides, and ig invariably guided

by them.

The Soviet SCC Component is convinced that the
proposals it tabled for paragraph III.1(d) (old designa-
tion) of the strategic offensive arms Procedures are
fully?cbnsistent with thg criteria set forth in para-

graph 3 of the strategic offensive arms Protocol.
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I must say frankiy that we have not heard any
convinecing arguments fiom the U.S. side that could

change our point of view on this guestion.

At the same time, speaking of the scope of
dismantling activities and the possibllities of using
replaced submarines for purposes not inconsistent with
the Interim Agreement, the U.S. approach to this appears
.to us to be academic and divorced from realily, and is
thus inapplicable for solving those specifilc tasks which
ensue from the provisions of the Interim Agreement with
respect to the replacement of ballistic-missile submarines

of older types by new submarines.

First, the U.S. proposal is overleoaded with provisions
which in essencegare unrelated to accomplishing the task
of putting SILBM launchers on»replaced submarines into a
condition that precludes the possibility of-their use for
launching SILBMs, formulated in paragraph 3 of the strategic
offengive arﬁs Protocol. This applies, abbve all, to the

provisions concerning hull liners and frame segments.

I would think that the discussion of these questions
at the previous meeting of the Working Group speaks for

itself.

STCRET
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Second, both sides proceed trom the premise that
after dismantling activities are carried out in l
accordance with the agrced procedures, replaced sub-
marines may, at the discretion of the sides, be uvused
for purposes not inconsistent with the Interim Agreement
and the Protocol thercto., bBut for one side or the other
to have such an opportunity, the replaced submarine must
not simply have its capabllity of being used for launching
SLBMs removed, but must remain seaworthy., In this respect
the U.S. proposals are unsatisfactory since in fact they
ignore the necessity to realistically take into account

the particular nature of the subject referred to in these

specific procedures.

Angd although the new wording of item 4 in subpara-
graph (e) does contain some positive movement in the U.S.
gside's position, on the whole it is not satisfactory from

“

the point of view of what was said above.

SECRET
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Attachment No. 2

COL. FITZGERALD'S COMMENTS: SwCTION I1I O PROCEDURES
FOR STRATEGIC OFFLNSIVE ARMS

Working Group Meeting
May 21, 1974

L. Mr., Deputy Commissioner, we agreed at the May 17
Working Group meeting to continue our exchange of views
on the alternative proposals for ballistic-missile submarine
and SLBM launcher dismantling. The U,S. side believes

such exchanges are useful.

2. ‘At the SCC meetings on April 30 and May 7,
Commissioner Graybeal set forth the U.S. views regarding
the procedures for dismantliﬁg or destruction of ballistic~
missile submarines and SLBM launchers repléced by new
ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM launchers. General
Georgi and I, at Working Group meetings on May 10 and
May 17, respectively, elaborated on the details of the
U.S. proposals, and made some preliminary observations

regarding the Sovietl proposal of May 10,
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3. "The U.S. side continues toc believe that the U.S.
proposals 1In the Strategic Offensive Arms Joint Draft
Text of April 19, 1974, as revised by the U,S, side on
April 30 and May 7 and in the Working Group, provide a
firm basis for agrecment on Section III. We are agreed
that the task before usg 1s to work out mutually agreed
procedures governing replacement, dismantling or destruction
and notification thereof for strategic offensive arms
called for by the Interim Agrecment and its Protocol.
There is alco complete agrecment between us on the funda-
mental point that the procedures for the dismantling or
destruction of ballistic—missile submarines and SLBM
launchers must satisfy the agreed criteria'contained

in Para. 3 of the strategic offensive arms Protocol.

L, Mr. Deputy Commissioner, in SCC discussions on
Seétion II1 of the sgtrategic offensive arms Procedures,
the U,S. side initially proposed three alternative
procedures which we believe fully satisfy these agreed
criteria. The Soviet side initially made one proposal
which, in the U.,S, view, did not adequately meet those

criteria. The U.S. side studied the Soviet proposal as

SECRET
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1t was explained during SCC II, and, in an effort to move
negotiations forward, added a fourth proposal which would
apply to one type of nuclear ballistic-missile submarine.
The.U.S. side belleves this proposgal meets the criteria

the sides have agreed vpon, when applied to this one type

of nuclear ballistic-missile submarine.

5. The U.S5. side has made continued efforts during
our discussions of Scction III to move the negotiations
Torward toward the goal of achieving mutually agreed
procedures. As a result of our discussions at SCC II
and this‘session,fthe U.5. side has proposed revised
wording for the U.S. proposal in Para. III.l(e) on April 30,
May 10 and May 17. On May 7, the U.S. side stated it was
prepared to drop the requirements for "predesignated
shipyards" and "agreed shipyards" in Paras. III.1(b),

(¢) and (e), if we could reach agreement based on a new approach
for solving this guestion. After the Soviet side explained

its views and tabled its proposal in response to tbis new

U.S., initiative, the U.S. side proposed an alternative

Para. IITI.4 on May 17 which takes into account the consid-

erations set forth by the Soviet side. In addition, the

SIICRET
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U.S. side withdrew Para. IIL.l(a)--the sinking option.
Lach of these actions has recpresented positive and
significant movement by the U.S. side toward finding

a solution to the complex problem in Section ITII.

6. On April 30 the Soviet side tabled a revised
propogal for ballistic-missille submarine and SLBM launcher
dismantling. The U,S. side considered this revision a
step forward in our efforts to reach mutually agreed
procedures for Section IILI. However, as Commissioner
Graybeal remarked in his statement on Max 7, the U.S.
gide did not find this proposal acceptable ag replacement

for Para. ITII.1l(e) of the April 19, 1974 Joint Draft Text.
111

7. Mr. Deputy Commissioner, at the May 10 Working
Group meeting, General Georgli stated that the U,S., side
would carefully study any Soviet-propoéed formulations
to resolve issues remaining in Section III. If the Soviet
gide hag additional clarifications or modifications to
its May 10 proposal, the U,S., side will give them the
same careful consgideration that is being given to that

proposal.

SECRET
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Attachment No., 3
KARPOV!S SECOND STATEMENT

May 21, 1974

At the last Working Group meeting the U.S. side
expressed a view according to which the main objection to
the Soviet proposal for paragraph IIT.1(d) is that it is
intended for not one but for various types of submarines.
We also understeood the remarks of fhe U.S. side to mean
that gn condition that the Soviet proposal be applied %o
only one certain type of submarine, the U.S. side would be
prepared to regard the Soviet proposal for subpara-

graph (d) more favorably.

We remeain cqnvinced that the May 10, 1974 proposal
of the Soviet SCC Component for subparagraph (d) is
fully consistent with the criteria agreed by us, as well
as with the tasks before us in the matter of working out

adequate procedures.

At the same time, desiring to facilitate achievement
of a mutually acceptable understanding on questions of the
dismantiing of submarines being replaced, the Soviet side
is in principle prepared to consider the possibility of
applying the procedurcs it proposed on May 10, 1974

(subparagraph (d)) to only one type of submarine, namely,

nuclear-powered ballistic-missile submarines of older types.
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We are prepafed to consider such a solutlon on
condition that the U.S. side agree in principle to the

substance of the Soviet proposal regarding the scope of

dismantling of submarines being replaced, and to provisions

"designed to ensure the pogsibility of using replaced sub-

marines for purposes not inconsistent with the Interim

Agreement.

In the event the sides agrece in principle to such a
solution, specific formulations could be discussed further
in order to work them out in detail on a matually

acceptable basis.’
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Official translation

Working Document of the
Soviet SCC Component

May 21, 1974

Section IIY, paragraph 1

(a) Dismantling of ballistic missile launchers on
older nuclear-powered submarines may also be accomplished
by removing, in the open, the missile launch fubes
together with the fairwater and those sections of the
outer hull and pfessure hull above the missile compart-
ment which contain all of the penetrations for the

misgsile launch tubes. -

The pressure hull and outerkhull may be restored
by welding into place new sections without missile launch
tube penetrations or missile hatches. The sail and the
deck may be put in a condition ensuring that the sub-
marine remains seaworthy when used for purposes not

inconsistent with the Interim Agreement.
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND

DATE: May 17, 1974
TIME: 1100-1325 Hours
PLACE: Soviet Mission, Geneva

SUBJECT: Working Group Meeting, May 17, 1974

PARTICIPANTS: us USSR
Col, (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr. V. P. Karpov
Mr. R. A, Anderson Mr, A. S. Yereskovsky
Cmdr., G. Atkinson Capt. V. P. Kuznetsov
ILt. Col, F. P, DeSimone Mr, Ye. N, Kochetkov
Lt. Cmdr, R. K. Martin (Interpreter)
Mr., P. Afanasenko

(Interpreter)

Karpov opened the meeting of the Working Group and turned
the floor over to FitzGerald.

FPitzGerald thanked Karpov. He began by recalling that,
at the last meeting of the working group on 10 May headed by
Georgi and Karpov, Karpov had made a suggestion that the time
for long speeches and repetition of old arguments as such is
over. FitzGerald stated he intended to proceed directly to the
task at hand. He saild he would like to submit for the consider-
ation of the Soviet side two working documents of the US SCC
Component which have to do with two paragraphs of-Section IIX
of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms.

Fitzlerald handed over the first U.S. document--& revised
proposal for paragraph III.1l(e) (Attachment No. 1). He stated
that in looking over the document the Soviet side would see the
U.S. Component had made two changes to our earlier proposal for
that paragraph and without reading the entire document he wanted
to call Karpov's attention to the changes which had heen made.
First of all he stated that, inasmuch as we have not nad a response
(FitzGerald commented that this was not a criticism of the Soviet
gide as it had not yet had a chance to respond) to Graybeal's
proposal of May 1l to delete paragraph I[II.1(a) the U.S. side
has kept the same paragraph number--i.e., (e). PFPitzGerald stated
this was also a practical matter--changing the paragraph letters
would confuse people in both Washington and Moscow.

SECRIT/EXDIS
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FitzGerald continued, that as for the changes which we have
introduced to our earlier document there are two, First, the
term "hull liner" is addcd within the parenthesis in sub-
paragraph (2). This is done on the basis of discussion within
the FFituGerald/Yereskovsky working group and since we appear
to have a common understanding on these terms, the U.S. side
thought it appropriate to add the term "hull liner" to our
proposal. Second, FitzGerald called the attention of the Soviet
Component of the working group to sub-paragraph (4). FitzGerald
stated that, having in mind certain comments and questions
raised by Karpov at the last meeting (May lO) of the working
group, the U.S, side has made a change wnich we belleve goes
a. congiderable distance to answer the questions asked of General
Georgi.

FitzGerald stated he believed that our naval experts,
Kuznetsov, Atkingon, and Martin, could agree the new wording
in paragraph (4) does much to restore the seaworthiness of the

submarine which has been dismantled.

FitzGerald asked Karpov if he had any comments or questions
on the revised U.S. proposal for paragraph III.1(e). Karpov
stated that he did have some questions,

Karpov stated that, first, as far as he understands, the
U.S. side continues to insist that this procedure should be
applicable only to submarines constructed prior to 1965.
FitzGerald responded that fundamentally that is true, adding
that, as General Georgi had pointed out, the procedure set forth
in (e) applies only to one class--for submarines whose missile
launch tubes protrude into the fairwater. TFitzGerald stated
Georgi had also indicated that, as far as the specific date is
concerned, it would appear to the U.S, side that, if there could
be a meeting of the minds regarding types of submarines, it
would be a relatively easy problem to reach an agreement regarding
dates.

Karpov stated that in this connection he wanted to invite
attention to the Soviet proposal set forth on May 10. le stated
that in the Soviet proposed procedures for paragraph III.1(d)
the provisions are equally applicable to all types of submarines.
He stated that the point in this respect is that in Section III
the procedures should be alternative procedures applicable to
all types of submarines covered by the Interim Agreement and
Protocol. Karpov pointed out that at the last formal meeting
Graybeal had mentioned that the U.S. proposed procedures were
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alternatives and, at the same time, Graybeal indicated a
proccdure could be formulated for one separate class. Karpov
stated that he didn't guite see the logic of the U.S. proposals.
e said "if we do agree there should be alternative procedures,
then we should also agree that procedures should be appiicable
to all types of submarines covered under the Interim Agreement
and Protocol." He added that two of the U.S. proposals are
alternatives; the other is not an alternative but a procedure
for only one type of submarine.

Karpov stated the Soviet side bases its view on the need
to worl out procedures for Section III. He sald the Soviet
proposal dated May 10 is formulated to cover submarines whose
missile tubes protrude into fairwater and submarines whose
missile tubes protrude into the superstructure. Karpov pointed
out this could be seen in the very first phrase of the Soviet
proposal for paragraph I11.1(4).

Karpov stated he wanted to pose a direct guestion. He
asked "What does the U,S. find unacceptable in this proposal?"
Atkinson stated the answer to that was the same today as the
answer Ceneral Georgi gave at the last mceting of the working
group. Karpov responded that he didn't pose that question to
Georgi, so the answer couldn't be the same.

FitzGerald stated he believed the sldes are agreed that two
criteria must be met in any dismantling or destruction procedure.
These two criteria are well known; they are that the procedures
must be verifiable and that the procedure should preclude a
rapid reactivation time. FitzGerald sald the U.S. side has
proposed from the beginning of our discussions three alternative
procedures which we believe fully meet both criteria. He stated
that the Sovielt side initially made a proposal which the U.S,
gside did not consider adequately met either criteria. However,
in an effort to move negotiations forward, the U.S. side had
made a close study of the Soviet proposal, as explained during
SCC-II, and had added a fourth proposal which the U.S. says can
apply to one class of submarines but to no other. The U.S5, side
believes this proposal meets the verification and reactivation
time criteris which the sides have agreed upon.

Karpov stated that he was in full agreement with the U.S.
side that we do have agreed criteria and that agreed criteria
must be the foundation of the specific procedures. Karpov said,
however, he did not understand why the U.S. proposals met the
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criteria but that the Soviel proposal does not. Ie asked what
might be the problem with the Sovict proposal--is the problem
that the Soviet propcosal would apply both to submarines whose
missile tubes protrude into the fairwater and to those whose
missile tubes do not.

Martin referred to the revised U.S. proposal for paragraph
IT1T.1(e) as tabled today and stated that if the Soviet side
restored the submarine under .this proposal it would be equally
clear to both sgides that the submarine could no longer be capable
of carrying ballistic-missile launchers. This is so because
there 1s a clearly visible aree aft of the sail, which we have
been calling fairwater, which 1s no longer there. Martin stated
that there was not the same assurance with restoration of a
submarine whose "outer hull" would be restored above the arca
where ballistic-missile Jaunchers had protruded into the pressure
hull. Once this was done there could not be the game asgsurance,
a8 with the other class, that the submarine would not be capable
of carrying ballistic-missile launchers.

Karpov stated he did not quite see how 1t affects the problem
of verification and asked what 1s the difference between the types?

Maxrtin pointed out, for example, that if the Soviet procedure
were followed Jjust the simple matter of counting submarines which
carry ballistic missiles and those which do not would be difficult.

Karpov stated that, if he understood it, on submarines where
missiles do rnot protrude into the fairwater, the "sail" has
nothing to do with missile launch tubes. What counts, he stated,
is the superstructure and the outline of the superstructure. He
stated it is not clear, when the missile launch tubes, outer hull
and pressure hull have been removed and the submarine 1s restored
by placing sections without penetrations for missile launch tubes
and decking, why the difference is not detectable by national
technical means. He stated that although he was not a naval expert,
1t was his understanding of the problem that he really could not
see any real convincing arguments against the Soviet proposal
which applies to both types of submarines, either from the stand-
point of verification or recactivation time.

Karpov invited the U.S. side's attention again to the
proposal of the Soviet side, tabled May 10. He stated the
Soviet side continues to believe this proposal meets to a full
degree the agreed criteria as well as the purposes and goals
for Section III of the Procedures. He added that, of course,
the Soviet side would yet another time give careful attention
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to the U.S. proposgal. Talking frankly, however, he stated he
saw no difference in the proposal tabled today from what was
already tabled beforc.

Karpov stated he had some questions regarding the revised
U.S. proposal for Para. III.l(e). He stated he did not quite
fully understand FitzGerald's early reference to discussion
with Yereskovsky as a reason for including in sub-paragraph (2)
c¢f the proposal the term "hull liner." Karpov asked what is the
connection between this and the discussion with Yereskovsky.

FitzGerald stated he would attempt to answer Karpov's
question. First, he did not mean to imply that there had been
any agreement between him and Yereskovsky to change wording in
the proposals. He stated the U.S. side felt that gilven the
substance of the conversations between our naval experts, 1f
a dismantling or destruction procedure were to be adeguate, it
would have to include the term "hull liner." Again, he repeated
he did not intend to imply agreement by Yereskovsky.

To change formulations, Karpov stated that in this respect
he had a guestion for the American naval experts that is: How
can one remove from & submarine the launch tube and the hull
crown plating without removing the hull liner? Atkinson
responded that all three would come out and, as such, there
should be no problem with including the additional term "hull
liner." Karpov said that he was still not getting an answer to
his question and asked again "Is it possible to remove hull crown
plating and launch tubes without removing the hull liner?
FitzGerald statecd, "No, to give you a short direct answer.'
Karpov responded that, if that was the case, he did not see the
reason for making up things like this--the main point 1s that
hull liners are removed. Atkinson repeated that, 1f that is
the case, then there should be no problem in including the term
"hull liner" in the list of things which are removed.

Karpov stated that the reason we should not include the
term "hull liner" is simple--if we include this then we must
include other things like "port side tube'" and "starboard side
tube," etec. Karpov commented that everything can be reduced to
an absurdity.

FitzGerald stated that in his view it was time to go on to
other things which may help to clarify this item. FitzGerald
stated that again he finds himself working backwards, which ig a
common feeling with him when dealing with Karpov; he also stated
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that he had the same problem with substance as Karpov as he too
was approaching this as a layman. FitzGerald suggested that,
perhaps when the sides begin discussing ABM radars, he may be
able to participate as a speclallist. FiltzGerald stated that
for the time being, in all these guestions concerning the pro-
posals of the two sides, he also must rely on advisors. As
regards which proposal was better, clearly Karpov and he were
getting difference advice from their naval experts. Karpov
stated the Soviet side finds their information better.

FitzGersld stated he wanted to return to Karpov's original
question: “that is, what portion of the Soviet proposal is of
concern to the U.S. side--e.g., 1s 1t procedures which apply to
all classes? FitzGerald stated that that was the fundamenteal
issue bebtween us--the Soviet proposal would apply to all classes;
the U.S. side feels that our proposal, part of which the Soviet
side has incorporated in its proposal, could apply only to classes
with ballistic-missile launchers which protrude into the fairwater.
FitzGerald also commented that there is algo the usual difference
in approach--the U,S. side likes details (Karpov commented,
"academics."). FitzCerald suggested that, if we could resolve
the fundamental issue, we could probably resolve the other lssues
more readily. He commented that these are technical details and
technicians have a way of reaching agreement as we have already
seen in our discusgions of terminclogy. FitzGerald stated to
Karpov that he hoped this answered his question.

Karpov stated that, in any case, he regarded it as a state-
“ment of the U,3, position. In this conncction he wanted to ask
a question regarding sub-paragraph (4) of the U.S. proposal for
Para. III.1(e). Karpov read sub-paragraph (4).

Karpov stated that any submarine is designed to have a
certain outline or profile and that in order to change it additional
engineering work must be done and this will require additional
expense--expense possibly beyond that required for dismantling.
He asked "how acute is the need for this procedure in order to
make the submarine unable to carry ballistic missiles?" He added
that, as far as he understood submarine design on this type of
submarine, besides the launch tubes, there might be other items
aft of them that need to he enclosed during restoration--these
items might have nothing to do with launch tubes. He also asked
that, if both sides agree missile launch tubes arce removed and
new sections of pressure hull without launch tube penetrations
are welded back in, then it would seem we would have agreement.
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HHowever, there would have to be an additional enclosure to cover
the area aft of the tubes--otherwise the submarine would look
something like a two-humped dromedary.

FitzGerald asked Karpov to clarify that this equipmwent aft
of the missile tubes on this type submarine was not related to
launching missiles. Karpov stated that the eqguipment aft of the
missile launch tubes 1in the falrwater was not connected with
missile launch tubes.

FitzGerald stated that the U.S.-proposed Para. ILT.1(e) ()
is an cffort to meet valid considerations which the Soviet side
cetl forth to General Georgli on May 1O. As Georgil had indicated
and as our naval experts have discussed, the question of
restoration of the sgall to make the submarine seaworthy is an
engineering question--nevertheless, resolution of the question .
must be accomplished within the agreed criteria. Karpov responded
that that was primarily the reason behind his question. FitzGerald
regponded that Para. IIT.1l(e) was an acceptable procedure in oux
point of view--1if Soviet engineers decided it would not be possible
to make the submarine seaworthy without extending the sail
completely over the area where the missile tubes had protruded,
then the sidcs would indeed have a problem resolving this issue.
FitzGerald commented that it was his view that both Soviet and
U.5. naval engineers have vast expertise, knowledge and resource-
fulness and that they should be able to solve the problem in a
way that could meet the agreed criteria. .
Karpov suggested the Working Group take a break for refresh-
ments. IFitzGerald agreed.

Following the break, FitzGerald began by stating that he
would like to return to the second working document which the
U.S. Component of the SCC wanted to submit to the Soviet side
for its consideration today. The proposal, he stated, was a new
formulation for Para. II1.4 for the Procedures for Strategic
Offensive Arms. Karpov stated that he hoped the U.S. side had
accepted the Soviet formulation. FitzCGerald stated that the
U.5. side did not guite accept it, but that we think we have met
Soviet considerations by combining our earlier proposal with the
proposal of the Soviets. He stated we believed we had reached
a Tormulation close to what the two sides could agree on.
I'itzGerald handed over the document to Karpov (Attachment No. 2)
and read the new wording. FiltzGerald commented that he would like

‘ SECRET/EXDIS
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to add that the "designated areas' which the U.S. side has in
mind in the new proposal are those Ustinov had indicated in his
statement of last week. TFitbzGerald added that, in his view,
the new formuliation speaks for itself quite well.

Karpov responded that he was not so sure the specirics speak
for themselves--he had some questions. First, what does the term
"designated areas" signify--does it apply to areas already known
by the sides or is there a requirement to supply additiocnal "arcas"
for dismantling or destruction? FitzGerald rcsponded that each
side knew the areas referred to at the present time and at some
time before the Procedures and Protocol are signed by Commissioners,
it would be necessary to reaffirm the areas mentioned by Ustinov
last week. He added that in the future, 1f either side or both
were to decide dismantling was to be accomplished in areas other
than those designated, there would be an obligation on the side
making the cholce to notify the other side. The gside making the
decision to accomplish dismantling in another area would not requilre

the approval of the second side. to, do,so, nor could the other side
placepg Sostricty Re“Fir5¢ s1de? ©

ny restrictlons on t _
Karpov stated he had a second guestion--what does the term
"major shipyards" mean? FitzCGerald responded that the term means,
in essence, a shipyard which is of such a slze as to be capable
of handling, docking and overhauling the type of submarine being,
dismantled or destroyed. Karpov stated that, i1f the Soviets have
shipyards where dismentling cen be performed and shipyards where
dismantling cannot be performed, then we should not be talking
about shipyards where dismantling cannot be performed. FitzGerald
commented that we could attempt to adjust the wording to meet the
desires of the Soviet side; we welcomed new suggestions the Soviet
side might make. Karpov responded that he was still at the stage
of asking questions to get the clear cssence--the Soviet proposal

was clear to the Soviet side and does not correspond to the U,S.
proposal.

FitzGerald commented that there was a basic difference
between the two sides~-the Soviet side had proposed there be a
choice between shipyards and areas for dismantling. He pointed
out that it was not clear to the U.S., side whether "areas'
involved shipyards as well. Karpov stated he would not attempt
to answer such a question--if there are no shipyards in an area
then dismantling can't be done there. Karpov stated that the
Soviet proposal really speaks for itself--the proposal is that
dismantling be performed at existing shipyards known to both
sides or in designated areas. The U,S. proposal just seemed to
confuse the issue.

' SECRET/IEXDIS
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IFPitzGerald stated he would repeat his earlier statement--that
1s the Soviet propoual involved a choice whereby dismantling could
be accomplished in ox15t1ng ghipyards or in d681gnatea areas
(Karpov interjected "If we go beyond those areas'). FitzGerald
commented the U.S. side had not understood that and that our
wording makes it clear that other arceas are shipyards. DeSimone
commented that there could be confusion between the terms

"shipyards" and "designated areas" in the Soviet-proposed language.
He pointed out it was logical to assume that the other designoated
areas are also places where shipyards exist, and therefore the
U.5.~proposed wording provided for the same possiblilities as did
the Soviet proposal, but stated things much more precisely. There
could be no guestion that dismantling would take place in shipvards
known to both sides.

Karpov stated he had a third guestion. He asked "What do
you mean by the term 'ship construction?!'"

FitzGerald sald that, if there were doubts as to the meaning
of this expression, the U,5. side would be happy to add such a
definition to the 1list of terms hce and Yereskcvsky were compiling.
He then gave the floor to Atkinson.

Atkinson answered that if the Soviet side had allowed Capt.
Mazerkin and himself to continue discussions on ship construction
we would now know. {arpov stated he didn't recognize that there
was much disagreement because the subject of ship-construction
wasn't dlscus ed, Martin p01nted out that in SALT VIIL in Helsinki,
the term "under construction,' as i1t applied to submarines had
been discussed by Capt. McLean and Admirsl Sinetsky. He pointed
out to Karpov that, if there were Soviet concern regarding
definitions in the new U.S. proposed Pare. III.4, he would be
glad to sit down at any time with Kuznetsov and work out comlng
to an agrecment on what is meant by the terms.

Blt/Gerald stated that he believed Atklnson could clarify
the term "shipyard." Atkinson stated that a "shipyard" was any
place that has enough depth of water which would handle the tonnage
of an SSBN or larger. Atkinson commented that the wording in the
new U.,S. proposal tabled today was an attempt on our part to
broaden the definition as the Soviets had apparently objected to
the term "where ballistic-missile submarines are constructed" in
our carlier formulation. FitzGerald pointed out that the U.S.
gide couldf of course, go back to the term "ballistic-missile
submarines' vice "ships''--we had felt this was one of the arcas
where the Soviet side had problems and that our new wording here

could solve the problem.
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Karpov stated that his questions were for clarification and
added that now we have more or less an understanding of the U.S.
side's position. He stated he had no other comments on the U.S,.
proposals: he wanted to do his homework and refrain from furthor
comments. He added that, 1f we do agree to have another Working
Group meeting, the Soviet side may discuss these new proposals
then. Karpov then asked FitzGerald if he had any thoughts
regarding another meeting of the Working Group. FilitzGerald stated
he did not--he felt the U.S. side had made two worthwhile contri-
butions. Karpov asked if FitzGerald believed we did not need to
discuss Scection I1I any further. I'itzGerald stated that the U,5.
side had in mind that, when tihe Working Group had been established,
Ustinov had sald one or two meetings of the Working Group would be
sufficient to meke reccommendations to Commissioners. He added,
however, that Karpov had mentioned the Soviet side had homework
to do and suggested that maybe we do need one more meeting.

Karpov stated that it would be agreeable to him to meet on
Tuesday, May 21, to diliscuss all of these questions. Karpov stated
that before this meeting ended he had two more items to address--
not in relation to the discussion today but on related subjects.
Firset, regarding Para. III.1(a) he hod been instructed by Ustinov
to accept the U.S. proposal to drop this paragraph. The second.
regarding further discussion ¢f submarine dismantling procedures,
he wanted to come to an agreement on how to proceed with this
question. He stated that, in fact, what we have are two sets
of proposals--those proposed by the U.S. and those proposed by
the Soviet Union. Ie stated that up to now, for some reason,
our discussions have been limited primarily to the proposals of
the U.5, side. His suggestion was that, at our next meeting, we
ghould exchange views not only on the U,S, proposal but also on
the Soviet proposal tabled May 10. Karpov urged that the U,.S. gide
give thought to the Soviet May 10 proposal and added that the fact
the Soviet side has no idea as to whatlt the U.S., objections to the
Soviet proposal are is a major stumbling block. He concluded
stating we can now adjourn the meeting; his understanding being
that we will meet again on Tuesday, the 2lst at 11:00 o'clock.

FitzGerald stated that, having in mind a Karpov-FitzGerald
meeting in SCC-II1, he trusted this would not bhe the second longest
adjourment of a meeting; however, he would like to address Karpov's
last statements in revcrsc order. First, FitzGerald thought the
U.S. side had made clear its considerations on the Soviet proposal
for Pars. IIT.1(d). He commented that at the moment he could
not think of anything more he could.say on the subject, but that
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he would aslk Cdrs. Atkinson and Martin to relook at the problem.
He could, however, not promise that our views would be new ocnes.
Second, IMitzGerald also wanted to state he was pleased that

Karpov on instructions from Ustinov had accepted the U,S., proporal
to delete Para. II1I.1(a).

MitzGerald commented with regard to the meeting of the
Working Group on Tuesday that he would be happy to agree, with
one qualification. That is, the U.S. side 1g not yet certain
whether Georgli will have returned, and asked if Karpov would not
object tTo FitzGerald chairing the meeting. Karpov commented he
had "absolutely no objection.'

The meeting adjourned at 1325.

Attachments
A/S

3/
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Working Document of
US SCC Component
May 17, 1974

STRATEGIC OFFFESIVE ARMS PROCEDURES
STOTION 131, PARAGRAPT 1(e)

TIT.1l(e) for nuclear-powered ballistic misslle Suﬁ—
marines originally constructed prior to 1965
whose balligtic missile launch tubes protrude
into the failrwater, removing the missile launch

tubes in the open ag set forth below.

(1) That entire part of the falrwater and
outer hull above the migsile compartment of

+he submarine shall be removed,

(2) That section of the missile compartment
pressure hull (hull crown plating, hull
liners and f{rame segments) which contains
all of the hull penetrations for the missile

launch tubes, shall be removed,

(3) The pressure hull and outer hull may then
be restored only by welding into place new

sections without leunch tube penctrations.

r‘é‘.mc -
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(4) NWo fairwater shall be replaced. The
sall may be restored, but shall not extend
beyond the former locatlon of the forward

edge of the forward missile launch tube,

SECRET
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Working Document <
US SCC Component
May 17, 1974

STRATEGLC OFFENSTVE ARMS PROCEDURES
SLOTION 100, PARAGRACT I

TIT.L, Ballistic-mlssile submarine and SLIBM
launcher dismantling shall be accomplished &t major
shipyards, located in deslignated aress, where ship
construction, Titting out or major overhaul Is

carried out,

i"
S, '@.{ im
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND

DATE: May 15, 1974
TIME: 1500 - 1610
PLACE: US Mission, Geneva

SUBJECT:  Working Group Meeting, May 15, 197k

PARTICIPANTS: us USSR
. Col, (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr, A. S. Yereskovsky
Mr., R. A. Anderson Capt. V. P, Kuznhetsov
Cdr. G. Atkinson Capt. Ye. G. Korobchenko
Lt, Cdr., R, K. Martin (Military Interpreter)

Mr. P. Afanasenko (Interpreter)

FitzGerald on behalf of the members of the US Component

of the "sub-Working Group" welcomed the members of the Soviet

"sub-Working Group" to the US Mission. FitzGerald then turned
the floor over to Yereskovsky.

Yereskovsky stated that the Soviet side had studied the TS
Working Document on ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM launcher
dismantling terminology. He stated that using the Soviet Working
Document as a basis, the Soviet side had prepared a new Working
Document taking into consideration what was contained in the US
Working Document. Yereskovsky tabled the new Soviet Working
Document (Attachment No, 1).

Yereskovsky stated, beginning his explanation of the new
Soviet Working Document, that the Soviet side felt it to be
more appropriate to place the words "Standing Consultative
Commission" at the top of the document. As to the title itself,
he continued, once again the Soviet side asked the US side to
agree to use the original title of the Soviet Working Document,
that is, "Agreed Interpretations of Some Terms Used in Section
IIT of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms." In Justi-
fication of this approach Yereskovsky added that we are dealing
not with definitions but with interpretations that should be of
uniform understanding to both sides. Yereskovsky stated the
Soviet side continued to believe that the document should contain
only the three terms which required definition as a result of
"not quite clear understanding" between the sides. He stated
that the Soviet side certainly has appreciation for the work

| SECRET/EXDIS
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of Cdr. Atkinson and Cdr. Martin in compiling the definitions
presented to the Soviet side under the guidance of Col. FitzGerald.
The Soviet view, however, 1s that we are not working out a dic-
tionary of naval terms and that, if the US side would look at

the three terms in the Soviet document, the Soviet side had kept
much of the wording used by the US side in working out their
definitions for the terms "sail," "fairwater" and "superstructure.'
Yereskovsky concluded that 1t was the Soviet view that the Soviet
document should be acceptable to the American side as it has all
of the terminology required for agreement to Section IIT of the
Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures. If there are any questions
from the US side, Yereskovsky stated Capt. Kuznetsov would be
prepared to answer them.

FitzGerald thanked Yereskovsky for the new document. He
stated that in taking a quick look at the document which the
Soviet Component today had submitted that he could see there are
a few more switches in method and that there has been movement
toward solving the tasks which the Commissioners assigned us. As
a general observation, FitzGerald noted with satisfaction that
the US and Soviet Components of the SCC seem to have arrived at
a satisfactory "upper right hand corner wording" for SCC Working
Documents, FitzGerald stated he remembered that at the early
meetings of this SCC session the Soviet Component was tabling
documents with the words "Working Document of the Soviet SCC
"Component" in the upper right hand corner; the US was tabling
documents with the words "US Working Document" in the upper
right hand corner. Then the US moved to using the Soviet wording;
Soviet side moved to using the US wording. FitzGerald commented
1t seems at last we have made some progress in that we have agreed
as to what should appear in the upper right hand corner of our
documents,

Yereskovsky commented that there is one more question we
need to address regarding what might appear in the upper right
hand corner of the document--we need a date and a place of
signhature, e.g. Geneva. FitzGerald agreed.

FitzGerald, moving to the substance of the document, stated
that the US side 1s pleased to notice that the document will be
for internal use 1n the SCC--this is reflected by the heading
which the Soviet slde had used. Also FitzGerald added that he
was happy the Soviet side agreed with us that instead of using
the term "sides" we would use the term "Commissioners" as it is
the Commissioners who would he initialing this document for
internal use. FitzGerald concluded that while we haven't

SECRET/EXDIS
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carefully had a chance to compare the terminology used, he noted
that Yereskovsky had said that it was approximately the same as
the language used in the US document. Yereskovsky stated, "That
i1s correct. You will find it almost the same." TPFitzGerald
responded that he would have to rely on other experts--Martin,
Atkinson and Anderson--for a closer look.

FitzGerald stated that he had noticed that the Soviet side
had adjusted their previous wording in the preamble and asked
Yereskovsky the reasoning behind this as the US side had found
theilr previous wording to be acceptable. ‘

Yereskovsky stated that the Soviet thought was that perhaps
in the final document we don't need to say "as a result of
discussions held in the Working Group." He stated that the new
preamble states the purpose of the document--the remainder is
unchanged. FitzGerald stated he did not see any difficulty.
Yereskovsky asked i1f the US side would like to revert to the
original wording the Soviet side had used in the Preamble, adding
that the Soviet side considers the new wording a step forward as
it better meets the purpose. FitzGerald stated that it is cor-
rect that we have had more discussions than those on May 7 and
to include that one date really doesn't make sense. He stated
that the US side would review the new wording but didn't see any
major problem. FitzGerald suggested the US side might be inclined
to delete the lead-in to the preamble and suggested 1t might
start with other words like "the Commissioners have agreed ....
Yereskovsky sald the Soviet side welcomed all suggestions the
US side might have.

1"

FitzGerald stated that the remarks he had made were the
initial remarks on the US side on the document--in summary,
he would say the Soviet Working Document tabled today was a
step forward and a clear attempt to bring the needs of the two
sldes together, TFitzGerald stated he would like to turn the
floor over to Cdr. Atkinson who would make a few remarks on the
purpose of the document as it would serve as a foundation for
future work on the SCC.

Cdr., Atkinson stated that in looking over the document the
US gide tabled at the last meeting of the Working Group we find
that of those terms which appear, of which there are nine, five
of these terms appear both in the Soviet proposed procedures
in paragraph III.1(d) and in the US proposal for paragraph I1T.1(e);
three appear in the US proposal for paragraph ITT.1(e); one of the
terms appears solely in the Soviet-proposal for paragraph ITI.1(4d).

SECRET/EXDIS
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Specifically, he stated the term "sail" appears only in the
Soviet proposed procedures; the terms "outer hull," "pressure
hull," "fairwater," "superstructure" and "launch tube" appear
in both proposed procedures; the terms "hull crown plating" and
"freming" appear in the US tabled procedure. Atkinson stated that
the US Component believed that these agreed interpretations
should provide a foundation for the procedures in Section III
and should therefore include the complete range of technical
terminology which is used in that section. The reason that the US
side believes this necessary is that the foundation must be strong
enough for the rest of the structure to stand. Not only we in
the 5CC need to understand the meaning of the terms, but people
in the US and Soviet governments also need a clear understanding
of the terms in order to make Jjudgments on the procedures pro-
posed., Atkinson concluded, stating that these judgments can only
be made alfter there is complete understanding of the complete
scope of the detailed procedures tabled by both sides.

Yereskovsky stated that he had one small comment to make
in reply to Cdr. Atkinson; perhaps Capt. Kuznetsov might have
more to add. Yereskovsky stated that we are dealing in Section
ITI with procedures for ballistic missile submarine and SLBM
launchers dismantling. He stated the Soviet side believes that
for the purpose of arriving at these dismantling procedures it
is not necessary to include a complete dictionary of naval termi-
nology beginning with the term "submarines," and including terms
such as "submarine-launched ballistic missile," 'missile compart-
ment," "shipyard," etc. The Soviet side saw no need whatsoever
to do this. 1In those places where there was some uncertainty,
he stated, we think we have found a common interpretation; we
don't need other definitions for the purpose of agreeing to
dismantling procedures if they are clearly understood--it is simply
not dictated by necessity.

Kuznetsov stated that the Soviet side had set forth during
the last meeting of the Working Group the points which support
the Soviet view that nine separate terms do not need to be
defined in the document--the only items needed are terms on
which there was confusion. Kuznetsov stated that he believed
the foundation of the document will be strong, not by having a
large number of terms included, but by including only those
terms which really need clarification for paragraph one of
Section III. He stated nine items will not help to do this--
the three items defined in the Soviet working document today
are all that are needed to address the essence of the problemn.

SECRET/EXDIS
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Yereskovsky stated that with regard to one term--"outer
hull"--there has been no misunderstanding. He also stated
there was no misunderstanding regarding the word "framing."
Everyone understood these terms, he thought.

FitzGerald asked Cdr. Martin whether he had any comments.
Martin began by stating that, as a result of his discussions
with Capt. Kuznetsov over the previous weeks, 1t was clear to
him that there was no question now within the SCC ag to.the
meaning of the terms we are using. He stated that clearly the
three terms which the Soviet side has included in the working
document tabled today are the terms which have caused us the
most trouble. Martin pointed out, however, that others we had
come to agreement on had not always been clearly understood.

He stated that in SCC II Capt.Mazerkin and Cdr. Owens had long
and detailed discussions on the subject of submarine and SLBM
launcher dismantling but there had been no clear agreement between
them on such terms as "sail," "superstructure" and "fairwater."
Martin referred to the example FitzGerald had pointed out at the
last Working Group meeting whereby there had been much confusion
in previous SCC sessions regarding the term "launch tube" and
"launch mount tube." He also pointed out that there had been
confusion regarding the term "outer hull"--for a long time the
US side had not recognized that the "outer hull" is considered
by the Soviets to bc "superstructure." He added that our pro-
posal for paragraph III.1l(e) had intended that that type
submarine, when dismantled, could be restored--the wording of
our proposal however prohibited the Soviet side from replacing
the outer hull,.

Martin commented that he agrced with Yereskovsky that the
SCC is not the place to come to grips with the whole range of
terminology required to discuss limitatlions on submarines, suggest-
ing that perhaps the SALT Delegations are better prepared to come
to grips with defining terms such as "shipyard" and "submarine-
launched ballistic missile." He pointed out that in SALT ONE
the process of agreeing on definitions had been quite a lengthy
process. He recalled his participatiom in Helsinki during SALT
VII in work on defining the term "ICBM" and also referred to the
working group in SALT ONE which worked on definitions on Article 11
of the ABM Treaty. Martin restated his view that there is no
misunderstanding or disagreement regarding the substance of the
terms which the US side had included in our Working Document. IHe
stated that "nine" is not a magic number--more terms could be
included; some could be dropped, or combined into other defini-
tions. The important point 1s that the document should be a
complete document; not Jjust one that is half finished. He con-
cluded by stating that he did not understand why, if there is no
disagreement .in substance, the Soviet Component could not agree
to include all the terms used in the procedures in Section IIT in
a document of definitions.

Approved For Release 2004/053% FEIX BEBAGT00435A000400010001-2



5
Py

Approved For Rglgase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354050400010001-2
SECRET/TXDIS

. 6o

Yereskovsky had no additicnal comments to make., Atkinson
asked if he might make some additional remarks. FitzGerald
agreed.

Atkinson stated he would like to address one of the comments
made by Yereskovsky, and to address some additional subject
matter. He began stating it 1s true that none of the definitions
would be requlred if two of the US- propoued procedures were
followed--"scrapping the submarine" and "removal of the missile
section.”" It was however in the context of the US desire to
accommodate initial Soviet proposals for submarine and SLBM
dismantling and destruction that the US side proposed paragraph
ITTI.1(e)-~-it was then that these technical terms became important.
He stated in paragraph III.1(c) the terms "hull crown plating,"
"framing" and "hull liner" are important to the US side and it
must be established if they are to be used along with other
elements of that paragraph. He concluded that as procedures get
more complex, more technical terms appear. In order to have con-
fidence in the procedures 1t 1s important that all terms be
defined and included in & common understanding.

‘ FitzGerald stated he had now had time to look at the Soviet
working document and consult with experts on the US side--he
commented that it looked as 1f the Soviet proposals for the
terms "sail," "fairwater" and "superstructure" were an improve-
ment on the words used in the US proposal of May 13.

Yereskovsky commented that maybe 1f the US side looks harder
at the Soviet working document we might consider it even better.

FitzGerald stated that in that regard the US Component has a
working document to present to the Soviet side today which may
help to resolve the differencecs that exist. FitzGerald handed
Yereskovsky the document (Attachment No. 2). FitzGerald pointed
out after a comment by Yereskovsky regarding the number of terms
in the document that the US side belileves we are able to say that
both sides had moved a lot closer together on the meaning of
this document. Regardlng the title, FltzGerald stated that the
US side had seen the "crystal clear logic" of the Soviet argu-
ment that we are not coming up wilth definitions but rather we
are developing 1nterpretatlonu. The US side believes the new
wording 1is not in fact definitive; rather it is an attempt to
make clear that when the Soviet side says one thing in its pro-
posal it corresponds to the US side's understanding in its pro-
Posal FitzGerald commented, with regard to the three definitions

sail," "fairwater" and 'Superstructure,” that the wording of
the terms and definitions in both US and Soviet documents are
nearly the same and that he saw no problem in accepting Soviet
definitions for them.

SECRET/IEXDIS
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Regarding the fourth term in US Working Document--"part of
the pressure hull"--TitzGerald stated the US side had taken that
term to correspond with US terms based on Kuznetsov/Martin -
discussions. He stated we had made no attempt to define "hull
crown plating," "frame" and "hull liners" in our new proposal--
we are merely attempting to edquate Soviet and US terminology so
we know this is indeed corresponding terminclogy. FitzGerald
stated it 1s to some extent true that Yereskovsky and he could do
the same thing while conforming language of the JDT but that this
would not be beneficial to the people in the US and Moscow.

FitzGerald stated that after listening to Yereskovsky's
statement at the last working group meetingf we also had con-
cluded there was no confusion in the terms "hull crown plating,"
"framework" and "hull liners." We agreed we did not have to
define them. FitzGerald stated the US side feels that when we
use different technical language which equates to the same thing,
the documents should, however, reflect that the different terms
are in agreement.

In concluding FitzGerald stated the US side regards the new
US Working Document as an attempt to meet Soviet considerations
expressed in regard to the document which the Commissioners have
assigned us the task of working out.

Yereskovsky thanked FitzGerald for the working document. He
stated the Soviet side would certainly study it, and asked Fitz-
Gerald if he had any further comments for today's meeting.
FitzGerald responded that he would be glad to answer any questions
the Soviet side had.

Yereskovsky suggested that the formal meeting adjourn--he
would have some questions to ask in private discussion. FitzGerald
Cagreed.

The meeting was adjourned at 1610,

Attachments:

1. Working Document of the Soviet SCC Component, May 15, 1974,
Agreed Interpretations of Some Terms Used in Section IIT
of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms.

2. Working Document of US SCC Component, May 15, 1974,

Agreed Interpretation of Some Terms Used in Section IIT

2/?gﬁgéf the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms
« £
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Official translation

Worlking Document of the
Soviet SCC Component

May 15, 1974

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSTION

AGREED INTERPRETATIONS OF SOME TERMS
USED IN SECTION ITIT OF THE PROCEDURES
FOR STRATEGIC OFI'ENSIVE ARMS

To ensure uniform understanding of some termg used
in sﬁbmarine dismantling procedures, the Commissioners
have agreed that for the purposes of the provisions of
Section II1 of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive
Arms the terms below shall mean:
1. BSAIL - the structure above the outer hull

| ‘ which encloses the bridge, conning
tower and retractable devices

(antennas, periscopes, etc.).

2. TFATRWATER - on submarines on which the upper parts
of missile launch tubes protrude
into the enclosure which is adjacent
to and is an extension of the sail,
the fairwater is the structure above
the outer hull which immediately

encloses the missile launch tubes.
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3. SUPERSTRUCTURE - on submarines on which the upper parte
of missile launch tubes do not
protrude into the fairwater, the
superstructure is the structure above
the outer hull which encloses the
missile launch tubes protruding

through the pressure hull.

SECRLET
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Working Document of
US SCC Component
May 15, 1974

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

Agreed Interpretation of Some Terms
Used in Section III of the Procedures
for Strategic Offensive Arms

As a result of discussions held in the SCC working group
on May 7, 197X, the Commissioners have agreed that, for
purposes of the provisions of Section III of the Strétegic
Offensive Arms Procedures, the terms bélow shall mean:

SATL , That structure above the outer hull
which encloses the bridge, conning
tower, antennas, periscope, etc. but
does not enclose the ballistic-missile
launch tubes. |

FATRWATER On submarines whose ballistic-missile
section ies endcdbsed by structure adjacent
and integral to the sail, the FAIRWATER

is that structure above the outer hull

which enclosesg the missile launch tubes.
SECRET
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SUPERSTRUCTURE

PART OF THE
PRESSURE HULL

LAUNCH TUBE

OUTER HULL

PRESSURE HULL

SECRET
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On submarines whose missile launch
tubes do not protrude into the fairwater,
SUPERSTRUCTURE is the structure which
extends upward from the outer hull abo&e
thé water line and houses the portion
of the missile launch tube which extends
above the pressure hull.
Hull crown plating of the
pressure hull of a ballistic missile
submarine together with all
frame segments and hull liners.
The cylindrical structure whicﬁ is an
integral part of the pressure hull and
which immediately encloses the missile,
to include the complete migsile launcher,
wiring, piping, and missile launch tube
foundations.
The external hull of double-hulled submarines
The inner hull of double-hulled submarines;

the external hull of single-hulled submarines.
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMLISSION

Meeting, May 1L, 1974
S Mission, Geneva

Persons Present:

Mr. Graybeal ' Brig. Gen., Ustinov
Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald My, Karpov
Mr. Anderson Mr. Yereskovsky
Cdr. Atkinson Col. Belyanin
Lt. Col. DeSimone Capt. Kuznetsov
Mr., Long Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter)
...... Lt. Cdr. Martin Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter)
Mr, Smith Capt. Korobchenko
‘ Mr. Arensburgsr (Interpreter) (Military Interpreter)
A Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter)

Commissioner Graybeal welcomed Commissioner Ustinov and
the members of the Soviet SCC Component, and opened the meeting.
He explained that, as Ustinov already knew, General Georgi had
been called to Washington on business not connected with the
SCC, and said that we hoped he would rejoin us by the end of
this weeck., He then gave the floor to Ustinov.

Commissioner Ustinov delivered a prepared statement on
Para. 1.0 oi the offcnsive arms Procedures (Attachment No. 1),
and tabled a Soviet Working Document containing proposed
language for Para. I.6 of those Procedures (Attachment No. 2).

Mr. Graybeal said the new Soviet proposal and Ustinov's
statement would be given careful study in the context of
seeking satisfactory solutions to notification issues. Noting
that he would restrict himself to two observations by way of
preliminary response, he sald he agreed with Ustinov that the
problem of limiting accumulation of replacement submarines
had been satisfactorily resolved with the language we had

\
- SECRET/EYDIS

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



Approved For Rglease 2004Ig£{ﬂ?ﬁ)8%5%5§0T00435w040001 0001-2

o

—d

worked out for Para. 8 of the offensive Protocol. However,
this was not related to the notification issue now being dis-
cussed; we are dealing with an entirely different problem,

that of formulating adequate notification provisions to reduce
any possibilities for misunderstanding or uncertainty regarding
activities taking place on eilther side., The language proposed
by the U.S. side on May 10 for the second half of Para 6(b)
provides for reporting on the number of launchers on replacement L
submarines which had begun sea trials since the last report
in the SCC. Together with the first part of that proposed
Para. 6(b), we consider this to be the minimum required
notification to keep an account of the status of replacement
launchers and the dismantling or destruction of replaced
launchers. A preliminary reading of today's Soviet proposal
reveals that it seems to accept the second half of the U.S.
May 10 proposal, but eliminates the first hall of our May 10
proposal, which is also important and focused on a matter
different from the accumulation of SLBM submarines and
launchers,

Secondly, Graybeal continued, as he had indicated in his
May 10 discussion with Ustinov, the notification proposed in
our Para. 6(b) would merely require reporting on two events
after they had alrecady taken place. This, in the view of the
U.S. side, would make an important contribution to reducing
any misunderstanding or uncertainty regarding SLBM submarines
specifically with regard to whether such submarines were new
or replacement submarines.

These were his preliminary reactions and comments, which
he hoped would be useful in working out mutually acceptable
procedures., Graybeal concluded by noting again that he would
forego further comment until such time as the U.S. side had
more carefully studied today's Soviet proposal.

General Ustinov saild that the Soviet side had tabled &
new proposal. voday which, to a significant degree, took
account of both the U.S. May 10 proposal and the views expressed
by the U.S. side on this subject.

Ustinov continued by noting that Graybeal had said the
U.S. May 10 language concerning notification on launched
submarines dealt with a different problem from the one concerning
accumulation. The problems were perhaps different, but the
essence of the question is one and the same., Therefore, he
would request that Graybeal give careful attention to Ustinov's
own statement this morning, that the Soviet side cannot take

the view that the problems are differcnt.
\
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If the matter is going to be put in the way the U.5.
side proposes, information could be requested concerning
stages in SLBM submarine construction such as the beginning
of construction, the completion of construction, launch of
the submarine, etc. In the Soviet view this is not required
by the provisions of the Interim Agrcement and its Protocol.
Both sides have agreed that the starting time for dismantling
activities would be the time of the beginning of replacement
submarine sea trials. That point in time was chosen because
the beginning of sea trials is verifiable by national technical
means. Therefore, the Soviet view is that no information is
required concerning replacement submarines which have begun
sea trials, but in spite of that the Soviet side has found
it possible to accept the second half of the U.S.-proposed
Para. 6(b). Therefore, the Soviet side could expect, he
thought, this constructive step to provide the point of
departure which would help us solve the whole problem of
notification. Ustinov concluded by again expressing the hope
that the U.S. side would give most careful attention to the
new Soviet proposal tabled today.

Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov for his additional remarks,
and said that as hc had already indicated, the Soviet proposal
would be given careful study. He felt that additional direct
exchanges such as this always helped to provide clarification
on the positions of the two sides.

He then asked Ustinov 1f there were anything else he
would like to bring up this morning.

General Ustinov said the Soviet side had nothing further
to discuss at this plenary mecting.

Mr. Graybeal said considerable progress had been made In
some important areas during this SCC session, but two unresolved
jssues-~notification and guestions having to do with ballistic-
missile submarine dismantling or destruction--werc still before
us. It was his understanding that the Working Group we had
established to consider "naval issues" was clarifying termi-
mwlogy and conducting a useful exchange of information. He
thought it desirable for that Working Group to have at least one
more meeting to wind up its activity and enable it to make its
report to Commissioners, He said he would not like to draw
any conclusions concerning Section III of the Procedures until
the Working Group had had at least one more meeting, which
could be held on May 15 or 16.
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He said he would like to make a proposal this morning
designed to facilitate the work of the Working Group and, he
hoped, contribute to a satisfactory solution of all the
issues in Section IIL. Taking account of past exchanges con-
cerning the U.S.-proposed procedure in Scction 117.1(a),
concerning sinking of replaced SIBM submarines, and consider-
ing related factors outside the scope of the 8CC, such'as the
Tnternational Convention on Marine Pollution, the U.S. side
proposes dropping the aforementioned alternative procedure for
STRM submarine dismantling or destruction. - Thus, from the
standpoint of the U.S. three alternative procedures now
remain in Section III - scrapping, removing the submarine's
misgsile section and not replacing it except with a gsignificantly
shorter section, and the proposal which is now in Para. III.1l(e).

General Ustinov sald he completely agreed with Graybeal's
assesement of the activity of the Working Group, which wag now
basically concentrating on working out agreed terminology in
connection with Section III of the Procedures. He also con-
sidered that work quite useful and thought it could Tacillitate
mutual understanding. However, the Working Group -has other
questions remaininz before it, for instance the new proposals
submitted by the Soviet side on May 10 for Paras. 1(d) and 4
of Section III. Of course, Ustinov sald, he hoped the U.S.
side would express its views on these Soviet proposals.

Ustinov agreed that Graybeal's withdrawal of the U.S.
"sinking" alternative left four alternative dismantling or
destruction procedures as proposals in Section IIL -- the three
to which Graybeal had referred and the Soviet proposal which
was identified ag Para. 1II1.1(d). Naturally, since these
are all valid alternatives one could say that they are all
applicable to any type of submarine. Therefore, Ustinov said
he would like the Working Group, in addition to working on
terminology, to work on the formulations of these proposals.
For its part, the Soviet side was ready to do this work as
soon as the U.S. side is prepared, whether before or after
the return of General Georgl.

Mr., Graybeal said he understood, and agreed except for
one point -- that concerning the applicability of all the
proposed alternative procedures to all classes of submarines.

Graybeal said that as he had indicated, Georgi would
probably not rejoin us before May 17, but the U.S. side 1sg
prepared to proceed in the Working Group with FitzGerald
substituting for Georgi if there were no objection on the part

\
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of the head of the Soviet side of the Working Group, Mr. Karpov.
IIe would lecave the questions of time, place, and composition
of the Working Group to FitzGerald and Karpov.

Graybeal concluded that if Ustinov had nothing further,
we should adjourn this meeting, and schedule the next meeting
through our Lxecutlive Secrectaries after we had had a chance
to see where things stood in the next couple of days.

General Ustinov suggested that perhaps the Working Group
could work on terminology at its next meeting on May 15 or 16,
and then, at the following meeting, work on Section 1II issues
under the leadership of Karpov and FitzGerald if Georgl had
not yet recturned.

Mr. Graybecal said that sounded like an agreeable plan.

General Ustinov agreed, and noted that of course the
Commiseioners could meet as well, at any time Graybeal desired.

Mr. Graybeal said, to sum up, that the Working Group would
meet on May 15 or 16, and again on May 17, and that he and
Ustinov could meet at any time in accord with the wishes of
either Commissioner. He then adjourned the meeting.

Attachments:
1. Ustinov Statement on Para. I.6, offensive arms
Procedures
2, Soviet Working Document

SC%}EPDeSimone:bd Approved byé/ S. N. Graybeal
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- OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES

May 14, 1974

Mr., Commissioner,

Taking into account past discussions, today I want
to address the gquestion of notification, specifically,
to consider paragraph I.6 of the Procedures for
Strategic Offensive Armgs in connection with those
proposals for subparagraph (b) which you officially

tabled during our informal discussion of May 10.

The position of the Soviet side and specific
proposals for modiflied wording of this paragranh were

set forth in our statement of May 7, 1974,

In studying the new formulation of subparagraph (b),
proposed by the U.S. side, we note that to a certain
degree 1t takes iInto account the point of view of the
Soviet side on the question of prior notification.
Specifically, deletion of the provision for notification
on the number of ballistic missile launchers on sub-
marines, that will begin sea trials during the next

six-month period, is a step in the right direction.

However, in place of the deleted provision, the

U.S5. side included in this subparagraph a provision for
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notification on the number of launchers on submarines

"which heave been launched but not yet begun sea trials."

I must say candidly that the U.S. side's tabling
of a proposal on inclusion in the notification informa-
tion on submarines "which have been launched but not
vet begun sea trials" only puzzles the Soviet SCC

Component.

Doesn't it seem to you, Mr. Commissioner, that by

doing so the U.S. Component of the SCC thereby again,

and seemingly anew, 1s opening a discussion of problems
which have already becn the subject of thorough considersa-
tion and solved on a mutually acceptable basis? There-
fore I will not repeat those arguments which the Soviet
side presented af the last session of the SCC in connec-
tion with consideration of the U.S. proposal for limiting
to a specific number submarines that have been launched

but have not yet begun sea trials.

I merely want to say that the sides found a solution
at that time. They agreed that the number of replacement
ballistic missile submarines which are under construction
simultaneously shall not exceed a number consistent with
a normal construction schedule. The concept of a normal

construction schedule was formulated in paragraph 8 of
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the Protccol for strategic offensive arms. Thos the

U.S8 sid@'s proposal for limiting to four the number

of balliétic missile submarines concurrently in a
launched status was withdrawn. It would seem that

the issue had been resolved. Now, you arec again raising
the same question in essence though in a different
context--the context of notification. Clearly such a

proposal cannot be acceptable to the Soviet side.

The Soviet side also believes it necessary to draw
the attention of the U.S. Component of the SCC to the
fact that with respect to replaccment procedures for
ICBMs and ballistic-missile submarines the sideg have
agreed to a kind of time criterion, which establishes
that dismantlinglof replaced ICBM and SLBM launchers
must begin not later than the time of the beginning of

sea trials of the replacement submarine.

Therefore, information concerning earlier stages
of construction or fitting out of a replacement sub-
marine is not required; there is no necd whatsoecver for
it from the point of view of implementing the replace-
ment provisions of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol

theretoe.

Mr. Commissioner, at the same time, decgiring to

promote progress toward achleving mutually acceptable

\
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solutions in the area of notification, the Soviet
side accepts your proposal for specifying the number
of ballistic missile launchers on replacement sub-

marines which have begun sea trials during the period

since the last notification.

In this connection the proposals for wording of
paragraph I.6 of the Procedures for strategic offensive

armg, tabled by us on May 7, could read as follows.
(Paragraph I.6 is read)

Mr. Commissioner, I hope that this new proposal of
the Soviet side will move us significantly forward in
the matter of resolving the whole notification issue

and will contribute to overall success in our work,

Thank you for your attention.
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Official translation

Working Document of the
Soviet SCC Component

May 11, 1974

PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

Section I, paragraph 6

6., Notification of dismantling or destruction of
ICBM launchers and ballistic-missile launchers on replaced
submarines shall be given through the Standing Consulta-
tive Commisgion twice annually, reflecting the actual
status as of the beginning of cach regular seséion of
the Commission and covering the‘period since the last

report in the SCC:

(a) on the number of ICBM launchers, deployed

prior to 1964, and SLBM launchers on which

dismantling or destruction has been completed;

(b) on the number of ballistic-missile launchers
on replacement submarines which have begun

sea trials;

(c) on the number of ICBM and SLBM launchers,
out of the number dismantled or destroyecd,
which have been replaced by ballistic-missile
launchers on modern sub%arines since the last

_report.
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SCC
Session-ITT
A- 207
US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION
Meeting, May 7, 1974

U.S, Mission, Geneva

Persons Present:

Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov

Brig. Gen, Georgi Mr. Yereskovsky

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Col. Belyanin

Mr. Anderson Capt. Kuznetsov

Cdr. Atkinson Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter)
Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter)
Mr. Long Capt. Korobchenko

Lt. Cdr. Martin (Military Interpreter)
Mr. Smith

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter)
Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter)

Commissioner Graybeal welcomed the Soviet Component of the
SCC, and declared the meeting open. He said that the U.S,
Component was sorry to hear that Mr. Karpov was 111, and wished
him a rapid recovery and a speedy return to work. He also
introduced Cdr., Atkinson, who was with us for the first time
today and would be working with us for the remainder of this
SCC Session.

Commissioner Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and said that he
shared those thoughts expressed in Graybeal's opening remarks,
and that the Soviet Component was happy to welcome Cdr. Atkinson.

Mr. Graybeal said that in accord with the understanding
discussed by our LExecutive Secretaries, he would speak first.
He said he had a statement with respect to Section IIT of the
strategic offensive arms Procedures, delivered his prepared
comments, and handed over a Working Document containing the
language being proposed as paragraph IIL. L (Attachment No. 1).

General Ustinov said that Graybeal's statement would be
carefully studied by the Soviet side. By way of preliminary
reaction, he wanted to say that the Soviet Component considered
the proposal it tabled on April 30, on the scope of dismantling
for SIBM submarines, to be quite constructive; it was a significant
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move in the direction of the U.S, side's position, He saild

he was sorry that the U.S. Component had not yet found a way
to bring its position closer to that set forth by the Soviet
side on April 30,

He then delivered a prepared statement on shipyards for
SILBM submarine destruction or dismantling (Attachment No. 2),
and tabled a Soviet Working Document containing proposed new
wording for paragraph III.1 of the strategic offensive arms
Procedures (Attachment No. 3).

Mr., Graybeal thanked Ustinov, and sald that both the
‘statement and the proposal would be given careful conslderation.
He said he had noted that the Soviet proposal was for paragraph
IIT.1(e), and asked whether he had properly understood. Was
this proposal being suggested as a subparagraph of paragraph 1,
or as a new added paragraph for Section III? That is, did the
Soviet side intend that it apply to all the alternative dismantling
procedures, or only to one of them?

General Ustinov said that Graybeal had correctly understood
the way the proposal was numbered, but that it could be included
as a new paragraph 4, or as a new paragraph anywhere in Section
ITI, in the same way that Graybeal had proposed his own new
paragraph for Section TII this morning.

Mr., Graybeal sald he understood. He then stated that as
he understood the scenario that had been worked out for this
morning’'s meeting, General Ustinov had another statement he
wished to make at this point.

General Ustinov laughed and said that he thought he would
be out of turn, but guickly added that he was nevertheless
prepared. He delivered a statement on notification (Attachment
No. 4), and tabled a Soviet Working Document containing proposed
language for paragraph I.6 of the strategic coffensive arms
Procedures (Attachment No. 5).

Mr. Graybeal sald that the new Soviet proposal and the
statement Ustinov had made in connection with 1t would both be
very carefully studied. He would postpone any comment on the
specifics of that proposal until he had had a chance to carefully
study the newly proposed language for paragraph 6, and would
restrict his comments this morning to some .general observations.

The U.S. side, Graybeal said, had addressed the guestion of
notification on numerous occasions, specifically, during this
session, on April 19, April 23, and May 3. As Ustinov had noted
in his statement, there is agreement between us that notification
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is not required for adequate verification of compliance by
national technical means. However, Graybeal continued, as he

had indicated on April 19 and May 3, the utility of notification
is much broader than that, and should be considered on 1its

own merits. The U.S, side has set forth its views on this
subject, and hopes that they will be taken into account, Jjust

as the Soviet views presented this morning would be taken into
account. He would encourage the Soviet side to carefully study
the U.S, proposal presented today regarding modifications to
Section III of the offensive Procedures, This proposal would

not require any prior notification, predesignation, or designation
of the shipyards to be used for dismantling or destruction unless
yvards other than those used for construction of ballistic missile
submarines were used. He wanted to note, in thils connection,
that when we referred to shipyards used for construction, we
included fitting out of submarines.,

Graybeal said that we have made progress in this SCC
Session, but still have some very difficult and complex issues
before us. He would agree with Ustinov's comment that further
progress toward the mutually agreed procedures we are trying
to work out requires taking into account the views and consider-
ations of both sides. He assured Ustinov again that Soviet views
would be studied by the U,S., side, just as we would ask the
Soviet side to study our views, and we would be returning to
the subject of Section III, as well as to the subject of
notification, at subsequent meetings.

Mr, Graybeal sald that the U.,S. side agrees with the
proposal Ustinov made at the May 3 meeting, concerning establishment
of a working group to take account of the views of both sides
on Section III, to clarify the terminology used by both sides
in addressing that complex subject so as to be sure that we
understood one another, and to make, 1f possible, recommendations
on Section III to the SCC Commissioners,

Before adjourning this meeting so that the working group
could begin its own work, Graybeal said, he wanted to note that
the Executive Secretaries had today conformed the Russian and
English texts of Section II of the strategic offensive arms
Procedures, as well as paragraph I.2 of the ABM Procedures, and
that we could exchange those texts this morning. He added that
this summary of his understanding of where we stand in terms of
the working group schedule and the exchange of texts was not
intended to preclude Ustinov's making further comments on the
subgstantive issues being discussed. .
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General Ustinov noted that the Soviet side carcfully studies
all statements made by the U.S, side at SCC meetings, as well as
those made during informal conversations between Commissioners
after those meetings. He believed that there were two basic
questions remaining to which we must give primary attention
at this point in time; these were the questions of naval matters
and notification, With mutual and careful attention to those
matters, we can make progress, just as we have made progress
and achieved sclutions to other questions which were no less
complex or important,

Ustinov, reading from a prepared note, said that the
Executive Sceretary of the Soviet SCC Component, Mr. Yereskovsky,
had reported that he and Col., FitzGerald had completed conforming
the texts of Section II of the offensive arms Procedures, and
paragraph I.2 of the ABM Procedures. These could be considered
Joint Texts as of May 7, with the understanding that they are
subject to consideration by Governments and that either side
could propose amendments or changes if they were deemed necessary.
He handed Graybeal the Russian language texts of the referenced
portions of the Joint Draft Texts.

Mr, Graybeal said he agreed with Ustinov's statement
concerning the status of those portions of the documents we
are working on, and said he would like to pass to Ustinov the
English language texts which were to be considered preliminarily
agreed by Commissioners (Attachment No. .

He then asked 1f Ustinov had any further matters to bring
up today.

General Ustinov said he had nothing more for this morning.

Mr. Graybeal suggested that in that case, the next meeting
of the SCC be scheduled based on progress in the working group.
We could keep in touch while monitoring the activity of the
working group, and thus determine an appropriate time for the
next SCC meeting.

Genergl Ustinov agreed, and noted with satisfaction
Graybeal's acceptance of the proposal to establish a working
group which would be headed by Yereskovsky and FitzGerald today.
As he saw it, the task for today's working group meeting would
be to go over the terminology used by both sides in Section III
of the strategic offensive arms Procedures. He said he did not
know whether or not Graybeal agreed, but he thought that in the
future, for example on May 10, the working group could continue
its work under the chairmanship of Mr. Karpov.and General Georgi,
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and attempt to find solutions on Section ITII which were
satisfactory for both sides. Later, taking account of

progress made in the working group, we could set a date for

the next SCC meeting. If the working group was successful

in i1ts work, we could further apply the same approcach with
respect to the questions of notification which had been referred
to at today's meeting.

He closed by reminding the U.S. side of its invitation to
lunch at the Soviet Mission tomorrow, May 8, at 1:00 p.m.

Mr, Graybeal agreed that the working group, headed by
F'itzGerald and Yereskovsky and with the participation of
advisors directly concerned with naval matters, should go to
work today. He saw no reason why we could not agree to continue
that work on Friday, May 10, under the chairmanship of General
Georgi and Mr. Karpov, and declde on the date of the next SCC
meeting after that. He did not want, however, to comment on, -
or prejudge, the desirability of establishing & working group
on notification.

He said the U.S. Component was pleased, as always, to
accept an invitation to lunch from the Soviet Component. He
thought that such occasions were extremely enjoyable and that
the exchanges which took place at them were very useful, but he
was not certain that our wailstlines could always tolerate them.

General Ustinov nodded in assent to Graybeal's remarks.

Graybeal declared the meeting adjourned at 12:15 p.m.
Attachments:

1. Graybeal Comments and U.S. Working Document on Section
ITT of the Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures

2. Ustinov Statement on Shipyards for SLBM Submarine
Destruction or Dismantling

3. Soviet Working Document on para III.1 of Strategic
Offensive Arms Procedures

L, Ustinov Statement on Notification

5. Soviet Working Document on para L.6 of Strategic Offensive
Arms Proccdures

6. Joint Draft Texts, Section II of Offensive Procedures,
and paragraph I.2, ABM Procedures .

Drafted byiFPDeSimone:sbs Approved by:SNGfé%%ial
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS -~ SECTION III OF

PROCEDURES FOR STRATLGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

May 7, 1974

H

1. Mr., Commissioner, at our meeting on April 30,
I set forth U.S. -views regarding the procedures for
dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile submarines
and SLBM launchers replaced by new ballistic-missile
submarines and SLBM launchers. As I stated then, we
believe the U.S. proposals in the JDTs of April 19, 1974,
as revised by the U.S. side on April 30, provide a firm

basis for agreement.

2. I have reviewed the Soviet statements regarding
procedures for dismantling or destructiqn of ballistic-
missile submarines and SLBM launchers and am convinced
that the altefnative procedures proposed by the U.S.

side should be acceptable to both sides. In my opinion,

the Soviet proposal for Section III, Para.1(d) of April 30,

1974 does not adequately meet the criteria set forth in

Para. 3 of the Protocol. Therefore, it is not an acceptable

substitute for Para.
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3. I believe there is complete agreement between us
on the fundamental point that the procedures for the
dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile submarines
and SIBM launchers must satisfy the agreed criteria
contained in Para. 3 of the Strategic Offensive Arms
Protocol. The four alternative procedures proposed by
the U.S; side clecarly do meet these criteria. Further,
the U.S, side firmly believes that the U,S.-proposed
procedures provide adequate and effective alternatives
for all presently known classes of submarines. The
procecdures we have proposed are verifiable by national
technical means, and they are such that reactivation
time of replaced submarines and launchers would not be
substantially less than the time required for new
construction, It is my view that the alternative procedures
proposed by the U.S, side provide for reasonable enonomy
of effort and funds, and permit the possibility of using
the submarines, after dismantling, for purposes not
inconsistent with the provisilons of the Interim Agreement

and its Protocol.

SIICRET
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4, Mr. Commissioner, we are agreed that the task
before us is to work out mutually agreed procedures
governing replacement, dismantling or destructiqn, and
nofification thereof, for strategic offensive arms called
for by the Interim Agreement. Today, in an effort to
move our negotiations forward toward this goal, the U.S.
side 1is proposing a significant modification to Section III
of the Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures concerning
ballistic-missile submarine and SILBM launcher dismantling.
Specifically, we propose to add a fourth raragraph to

Section III as follows:
(Read and hand over text)

4. "Ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM
launcher dismantling shall be carried
out at those shipyards where ballistic-
missile submarine construction is
accomplished, or at additionally agreed

(or designated) shipyards."

SECRET
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5. The U.S. side proposes that this sentence become
new Para., 4 in Section III. With the addition of this
paragraph, the U.S. side is prepared to drop the present
requirement for '"predesignated shipyards" and "agreed

shipyards" in Paras. ITII.1(b) (c) and (e).

6. This new U.S. approach has a precedent in
the SALT negotiations--it parallels Article IV of the
ABM Treaty dealing with ABM test ranges wherein the U.S.
and Soviet Union have agreed on ”currently or additionally

agreed test ranges."
o’ ’ IV.

T Mr. Commissioner, I emphasize again the firm
conviction of the U.S. side that the ballistic-missile
submarine and SLBM launcher dismantling or destruction
procedures proposed by the U,S. side provide a sound

basis for agreement on Section III.

SECRET
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Working Document of
US SCC Component
May 7, 1974

STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES

SECTION TITII, PARAGRAPH 4

IIT.4. "Ballistic-missile submarine and
SLBM launcher dismantling shall be
carried out at those shipyards where
ballistic-missile submarine construc-
tion is accomplished, or at additionally

agreed (or designated) shipyards."

v’ ‘ ‘ Fﬂ“ 5@9‘. g’f "y rz'x &3] ‘!‘l
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON SIITFYARDS FOR SLDBM SURBMARINE
DISMANTLING
May 7, 1974
Mr. Commissioner,
At today's meeting I would also like to address
again the question of shipyards at which submarine

dismantling or destruction will be accomplished.

I have already set forth the position of the Soviet
side on this question and it remains wvalid. I repeat

again, briefly,its basic elements.

In our view, prior notification on the location of
submarine dismantling or destruction is inadvisable for

the following reasons:

first, in our view, designation of shipyards supplants
the functions of national technical means which are
charged with verifying compliance with the Interim Agree-

ment and the Procedures we are working out;

second, dismantling or destruction of submarines
takes a long time, during which nationél technical means
of verification are capable, with a high degree of
reliability, of carrying out verification of the progress
of this work. The duration of the process of dismantling
in conjunction witn its accomplishmen£ in the open, on

which both sides agree,permits each side to follow the

SJCRIE]
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progress of the dismantling work with adequate coniidence,
wherever it is carricd out. This being so, it is our

deep conviction that no additional information on this
question is required. At the same time, taking into
account the position of the U.S. side on this question
and desiring to assure achievement of a mutually
acceptable solution, the Soviet side considers it
possible to propose the following wording for Section III1
of the Procedures for strategic offensive arms. (The
wording is read). In order to clarify the meaning of
"diesmantling area," I can say that for the United States--
this can be, for example, the Atlantic and Pacific areas,

and for the Soviet Union--the Northern and Pacific areas.

Mr. Commissioner, we hope that the U.S. Component
of the SCC will carefully study the new, constructive
Soviet proposal aimed at successful accomplishment of

the tasks before us.

This proposal will contribute to purposeful verifica-
tion of the dismantling of ballistic-missile submarines
being replaced, insisted upon by the U.S. side, and at
the same time will make it possible to avoid agreeing
on specific locations of this work, to which the Soviet

side objects as a matter of principle.

Thank you for your attention.
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Official translation

Soviet Working Document

May 7, 1974

PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

paragrsph IIT.1

(e) Dismantling or destruction of replaced
ballistic-missile submarines, carried out in
accordance with the specified procedures, shall be

accomplished in designated areas.

SECRET
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON NOTIFICATION

May ', 197h

Mr. Commissioner,

At today's meeting I will once again address the
notification questions to which a mutually acceptable
solution has not yet been found at the current session,

due to differences beltween us.

We have repeatedly set forth in detail the position
of the Soviet side on these questions; therefore, there
is no need to address it fully. I merely want to direct
your attention once again to its main‘provisions of

principle,

The Soviet éide is against prior notifications.
because, just as the U.S. side, it believes that with
national technical means of verification at the disposal
of both sides, such notifications are not necessary for
verification purposes. In as much as they are not
required for verification, there is no need to include

them in the Procedures.

We believe that for these same reasons, advance
designation of shipyards where dismantling of SLBM

launchers is carried out, should also not be included

SECRET
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in the Procedures. In 1its place we have propesed

today thé designation of arcas for submarine dismantling.
This is a constructive proposal of the Soviet side. It
is aimed at achieving agreement on this question with

account for the proposals of the U.S. side.

Taking into account that in their statements at the
first, second, and current sessions both sides have
emphasized the reliability of national technical means
with respect to questions of verifying Zﬁbmpliance
witg7 obligations assumed by the sides, we also believe
that it is superfluous to specify in the notifications
the number of launchers by type, since national technical
means can determine with full reliability what types of

launchers are undergoing dismantling.

With regard to the proposals of the U.S. side concern-

ing notification on the number of launchers, dismantling
of which is in process, we believe that such notification
will add nothing to the Procedures but complications

in accounting, and therefore, consider it inadvisable.

In view of the reasons given by me, the Soviet
Component of the Commission remains convinced that
notification must be made at the beginning of each

regular sessgion of the SCC. on the number of dismantled

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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or destroyed ICBM, SLBM, and ABM launchers and radars,
as well as on the number of ICBM and SLBM launchers

which have been replaced since the last report.

Such a proposal of the Soviet side should be
regarded as a part of the mutually agreed procedures
being worked out by us. Obviously, in order to make
progress'on this question, it is necessary to take into

account the points of view and positions of both sides.

Desiring to promote progress in our negotiations,
today we are proposing for consideration a refined
formulation of paragraph I.6 of the Procedures for

strategic offensive arms.
(Wording of paragraph 1.6 is read)

Careful study of the text of this formulation will

show you that in subparagraph (a) we have used the word
that

"actual," and/the provision contained in subparagraph (b)

is formulated somewhat differently from the way it was

in the previous Soviet proposal.

Mr. Commissioner, this was done with account for
those discussions in the course of which opinlons were

expressed about the possibility of situations when, for

SECRET
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various reasons, the number of replacement launchers

could exceed the number dismantled,

That wording of paragraph 6,which we are now
proposing, makes it more clear that we are speaking of
the actual status with respect to dismantling and
replacement as of the beginning of a regular session
of the SCC. It shows that the number of launchers
replaced can be equal to or less than, but certainly
not greater than, the number of launchers dismantled
or destroyed. We have also taken into account the
common point of view of both sides that the number of
dismantled launchers and the number of replaced launchers
constitute two different categories and therefore are

subject to separate accounting.

Mr. Commissioner, we believe that the new Soviet
wording of paragraph I.6 of the Procedures for strategic
offensive arms represents a step forward toward resolving
the question of notification procedures. We hope that
the U.S. Component of the Commission will carefully study

this proposal.

Thank you for your attention.

SECRET
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Official translation

Soviet Working Document

May 7, 1974

PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OIFFENSIVE ARMS

paragraph I.6

6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of
ICBM launchers and ballistic-missile launchers on
replaced submarines shall be given through the Standing
Consultative Commission twice annueally, reflecting the
actual status as of the beginning of each regular
session of the Commission and covering the period since
the last report in the SCC:

(a) on the number of ICBM launchers,deployed prior
to 1964, and SLBM launchers on which dismantling or
destruction has been completed;

(b) on the number of ICBM and SLBM launchers, out
of the number dismantled or destroyed, which have been
replaced by ballistic-missile launchers on modern sub-

marines since the last report.
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Joint Draft Text
Section 11 of Procedures for
Strategic uffensive Arms

Preliminarily Agreed by Commissioners

May 7, 197

TI. Procedures For Dismantling or Destruction of

Land-Based 1CBM Launchers Replaced By SLBM Launchers

1. Tn all cases the following actions shall be

accomplished in carrying out dismantling or destruction:

(a)

removal from the launch site of the supply of
missiles and their components, warheads, and

mobile equipment; and

disman%ling of fixed launch egulpment, erecting
and handling equipment, and propcllant-handling
equipment, associated with the launcher and
located at the launch site, and removal of all
dismantled equipment from the launch site.
Launch equipment i1s understood to be systems,
componente, and instruments requlired to launch

a missile.

2., In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the

actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall

be performed:
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(a) arcas of the launch pads centered on the launch
stand and at least 20 meters in diameter and
missile launch control posts (bunkers) shall

be made unusable by dismantling or destruction;

(b) fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and

removed from the launch site:; and

(c) debris of destroyed areas of launch pads and
of missile launch control posts (bunkers),
and the fuel storage taﬂk foundations may
be removed, and, after six months, the places

%ii; where they were located may be covered with

earth.

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions

shall be performed:

(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting,
launch tubes, and silo headworks shall be
dismantled or destroyed, and dismantled components

shall be removed from the launch site; and

SECRET
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(b) after the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a)
above have been accomplished, the silo shall
remain open for a period of six months, after

which it may be filled with earth.

4, After disméntling or destruction has been accomplished
in accordance with the above procedurcs, facilities remaining
at ICBM launch sites shall not be used for storage, support,
or launch of ICBMs but may, at the discretion of the Parties,
be used for purposes not lnconsistent with the provisions

of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto.

5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM launchers
shall be completed no later than four months after the
replacement submarine begins sea trials.

7 SKCRET
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Joint Draft Text

Paragraph 1.2 of Procedures

for ABM Systems

Preliminarily Agreed by Commissioners

May 7, 1974

2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by
dismantling or destruction of their above-ground
structures and headworks, and removal of launcher
rails. Silo-launcher debris may be removed and

after six months the silos may be filled with earth.
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SCC
Session-111T
p-203
US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION
Meeting, May 3, 1974

Soviet Misgsion, Geneva

Persons Present:

Mr. Graybeal : Brig. Ger.. Ustinov

Brig. Gen. Georgl Mr. Karpov

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr. Yereskovsky

Mr., Anderson Col. Belyanin

Lt. Col. DeSimone Capt. Kuznetsov

Mr. Long Mr, Marchuk (Interpreter)
Lt. Cdr. Martin Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter)
Mr. Smith Capt. Korobchenko :

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) (Military Interpreter)

Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter)

Commissioner Ustinov declared the meeting open and gave the
floor to Graybeal.

Commissioner Graybeal gave his prepared comments on paragraph

1.2 oF the ABM Procedures (Attachment No. 1).

General Ustinov delivered a brief prepared statement on
the same subject, and tabled a Soviet Working Document containing
the formulation for paragraph 1.2 of the ABM Procedures which,
in the view of the Soviet SCC Component, should become "prelim-
inarily agreed by Commissioners" (Attachment No. 2).

Mr. Graybeal said that a quick review of the Soviet Working
Document just handed to him, along with Ustinov's remarks,
indicated that the two sides have preliminary agreement concerning
that paragraph dealing with dismantling or destruction of silo
ABM launchers.

He said he had noted that the Soviet side, apparently based
on the precedent in the draflt offensive arms Procedures, had used
the formulation "may" rather than "shall" (be filled with earth)
with respect to the action to be taken six months after the
dismantling or destruction of the launchers. His preliminary
reaction was that the language of the paragraph as it appeared
in the Soviet Working Document could be considered "preliminarily
agreed by Commissioners,” including that use of the word "may."

SECRET/EXDLS
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He added that we should probably task our Executive Secrctaries
to conform the English and Russian texts of the language for
paragraph 1.2; though he saw no major problems, it could be
checked now. He commented that he was happy to see that we had
solved this "and/or" problem much more easily than similar
problems in the early phases of SALT, which Mr. Karpov, in
particular, would appreciate.

Graybeal sald he would like to return to a subject which
sti1l remains one of the unresolved issues before us in our
efforts to work out mutuvally agreed procedures, and present some
considerations on notification. He then delivered his prepared
comments on that subject (Attachment No. 3), and inserted the
comment that he would not repeat all of the arguments and rationale
previously presented by the U.S, side for its proposals.

General Ustinov saild that Graybeal's statement would be
studied, and immediately launched into his statement on paragraph
I.2 of the offensive arms Procedures, concerning the definition
of a "modern SLBM" (Attachment No. 4). 1In connection with that,
he tabled a Soviet Working Document consisting of proposed language
for that paragraph (Attachment No. 5).

Mr. Graybeal sald the U.S., side had carefully listened to
Ustinov's remarks, and added that both the statement and the
proposal would be carcfully studiled.

He had one question, however; to clarify Ustinov's proposal
concerning establishment of a working group, he wanted to know
whether that working group, in Ustinov's view, would discuss
both the proposed langusge for paragraph 1.2 and the remaining
issues in Section IIT of the offensive arms Procedurcs. He had
understood Ustinov's statement in that way, and had further
understood Ustinov to say that he considered 1t possible to
discuss the possibility of agreeing on the language proposed
today for paragraph I.2 provided mutually acceptable solutions
are found for Section III.

General Ustinov said that when he proposed establishing a
working group, he had in mind that the respective positions of
the sides on naval matters would be clarified in more detail.
This included Section III and paragraph I1.23; what he also had
in mind was a detailed study of the proposals of both sides on
the questions in those parits of the Joint Draft Text, with a
view to trying to arrive at a common .view on them. The Soviet
gide felt that General Georgl and Mr. Kerpov should be assisted
in thelr work by the appropriate experts from both Components
of the SCC., Hé said he further felt that in order to clarify
the matters in question, the working group would probably need
only a meeting or two, after which work on these subjects could
continue in the forum of the entire SCC,

SECRET/EXDIS
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- ; Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov for the additional clarification
e’ of his proposal, and said that he understood it. He stated that
he would like a 1ittle time to "think about it and discuss it

with the other members of the U,S. Component, and that he would
respond to the proposal as soon as possible. He indicated that
General Ustinov again had the floor,.

Genersal Ustinov said he had no further matters to bring
up today.

Mr. Graybeal said’, that he, also, had nothing further.

General Tstinov stated that, in that case, we could probably
agree that the next meeting would take place on Tuesday, May 7T,
at 11:00 a.m. The decision as to whether 1t would be a plenary
session of the SCC or a meeting of the working group could be
made after Graybeal had decided whether or not to accept the
proposal to establish & working group.

Mr. Graybeal remarked that the two sides might even decide
to have both kinds of meetings on May 7, and schedule a working
group meeting to follow an SCC meeting on that date.

General Ustinov sald that was also possible, and adjourned
the meeting at 11:35 a.m,, commenting as he did so that he would
awalt Graybeal's response concerning the establishment cof a
working group.

3 Attachments:
% 1., Graybeal Comments on para I.2 of ABM Procedures
| o. Ustinov Statement on para I.2 of ABM Procedures, and
1 Soviet Working Document
! 3. Graybeal Comments on Notification
L, Ustinov Statement on para I.2 of Offensive Arms Procedures
5. Soviet Working Document on para I.2 of Offensive Arms
Procedures
Drafted *I'PDeSimone: shs Approved by:SNGf€§gZal
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAIAS COMMENTS - PARAGRAPH I.2. OF

PROCEDURES IFOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS

May 3, 1974

1. Mr., Commissioner, the only bracketed portions of
the Joint Draft Texts for the Protocol and Procedures for

ABM Systems and Their Components, other than those rclated

! " H

to notification, are the two words "and" versus "or" in
paragraph 1.2 of the Procedures. The issue, simply stated,
is whether dismantling or destruction of the headworks (if

present) should be mandatory or optional.

2, The U,S. side continues to belleve that, where
headworks are present, their dismantling or destruction
shoﬁld be mandatory. Without such a provision the agreed
reactivation Time criterion contained in paragraph 3 of

the Protocol would not be met.

3. We are awarc of no reason why a procedure similar
to that preliminarily agrced to for silo ICBM launchers
should not also he applied to thosc silo ABM launchers

which have headworks.

SECGRET
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4, Mr, Commissioner,’the procedures we are discussing
this morning apply to PIxcess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges."
It is understood that these procedures shall not prejudice
the scope or terms of the procedures to be worked out for
dismantling or destruction and replacement of LABM systems
and their componenté at operational ABM deployment areas

as provided for in the ABM Treaty.

SECRET
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH I.2 OF ABM PROCEDURES

May 3, 1974

Mr, Commissioner,

Today we would-like to expresg our views concerning
the Procedures governing dismantling or destruction of
ABM systems and their components, specifically, that
part of Section I of this document which concerns the
‘scope of dismantling or destruction of excess AEM

launchers at test ranges.

We have agalin carefully studied the proposal tabled
by the U.S. side at SCC-II on paragraph 1.2 of the ABM
Procedures, concerning the scope of measures necessary
for putting silo launchers in a condition that precludes

thé possibility of their use for launching ABMs.

We, alsgso, believe that the dismantling of ABM silo
launchers at test ranges can be carried out applyihg that
séope preliminarily agreed by us on April 30, 1974 for
land-based silo ICBM launchers. Therefore, the Soviet
side proposes the following wording for paragraph 1.2

of the ABM Procedures:

"2, Silo launchers shall be made unusable by

dismantling or destruction of their ahove-ground structures

SFCRET
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and hecadworks and removal of launcher rails., Silo-
launcher debris may be removed and after six months

the silos may be filled with earth.'

Thank you for your attention.

STECRIT
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N’ 3 Soviet Working Document

- May 3, 1974

ABM PROCEDURIES

Seqtion 1, paragraph 2

é. S1lo launchers shall be made unusable by
dismantling or destruction of their above-ground
structures and headworks and removal of launcher
rails. Silo-launcher debris may be removed and

after six months the silos may be filled with earth.

SECRET
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COMMLSSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - NOTIFICATION

Mey 3, 1974

1. Mr., Commiséioner, we have carefully studied the
statemenﬁs you made and we note that you are still studying
the clarifications we provided to your questions on
notification. But, the two sides still appear to be far
apart on the overall issue of notification in spite of
the efforts made by the U.S. side to facilitate progress

in this area. .

2. It remains the U.S. position that certain notification
provisions would promote the objectives of the ABM Treaty
and the Interim Agreement by reducing the possibilities for
uncertainties and misunderstandings and thereby enhance the
viability of these agreements and contribute to continued
improved reclations between our two countries. The U.S. side
believes that significant benefits could be achieved at
little or no cost or effort, and at no risk to the security

interests of either side.
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3. Mr., Commissioner, ‘I 'would like to reemphasize the
importance the U.S. siéc attaches to including adeguate
notification provisions in the mutually agreed procedures
we are charged with working out in the SCC., Conseguently,

I repeat that the U.S. proposals regarding notification should
be considered on their own merit as an integral part of the
mutually agreed procedures we are developing. Progress
requires taking into account the views and concerns of both

sides.

SECRET
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH 1.2 OF STRATEGIC
OFFENSIVE A4S PROCEDURES

May 3, 1974

Mr, Commissioner, -
At today's meeting I would like to return again
to paragraph I.2 of the Procedures for strategic

offensive arms.

The Soviet side has already cxpressed its point of
view on this question on April 19, 1974. Briefly stated,
we believe the addition proposed by the U.S. side to be
superfluous, since the definition of a modern SLBM, as
it applies to the tasks of the procedures which we are
working out, is expressed with adequate completeness

in the agreed portion of the formulation for paragraph 2.

On April 19, 1974 the U.S. side submitted for the
Commission's consideration two modified alternative '
versions of wording, supplementing its bracketed proposal
of November 16, 1973, and stated that it considers these

to be preferable.

The Soviet Component of the Commission has carefully
studied these drafts and remains convinced that introduc-
tion of the proposed addition to paragraph 2 will not
add anything new of substance in terms of accomplishing
the tasks steﬁgng from the Interim Agreement and the

Protocol thereto.

SECRET
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Mr; Commissgioner, there is a large group of
questions concerning ballistic-missile submarines under
consideration by the Commission. It is apparent from
past discussions that achievement of mutually acceptable
solutions to these questions is meeting with rather

consilderable difficultics.

It would appear useful to approach solution of
these questions taking into account all aspects of this
matter, especially the Tact that both the definition of
a modern SLBM, and resolution of the questions contained
in Section ITII of the Procedures, ought to be considered
in the context of the provisions of the Interim Agreement
concerning the replacement of weapons, covered by that

agreement, by new ballistic-missile submarines.

Therefore, desiring to facilitate finding mutually
acceptable solutions, and taking into account the
iﬁportance which the U.S. side attaches to the addition
to paragraph 1.2 of the Procedurcs for strategic offensive
arms, the Soviet Component of the SCC is prepared, in
principle, to discuss the question of the possibility of
considering the U.S. addition to paragraph I.2 of the
Procedures for strategic offensive arms, provided mutually
acceptable solutions for Section III of the Procedures

for strategic offensive arms are found.

SECRET
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In that case, thc following wording of the addition
to paragraph I.2 of the Preocedures, defining a modern
\ SLBM, could be taken as a,basis for discussion.

(The wording of paragraph I.2 is read)

It seems to me thal we could establish a working
group,hcaded by Mr. Gebrgi and Mr. Karpov, for the

purpose of a more. detailed discussion of these questions.

Thank you for your attention.
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o Official translation

Soviet Working Document

May 3, 1974

PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

Section I, paragraph 2

2. Modern submarine-launched ballistic missiles
are{ for the United States, missiles installed in all
nuclear-powered submarines; and for the Soviet Union,
missiles of the type installed in nuclesr-powered sub-
marines made operational since 1965; and for both Parties,
submarine-~launched ballistic missiles first flight-tested
%.,f éince 1965 and installed in any submarine regardless of

type.

- | SECRET
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SCC
Seggion I11
A- 200

Us/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

Meeting, April 30, 1974
US Mission, Geneva

Persons Present:

Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen, Ustinov

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr, Karpov

Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald Col. Belyanin

Mr. Anderson Capt. Kuznetsov

Lt. Col. Bartos Mr, Marchuk (Interpreter)
Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter)
Mr. Long Capt. Korcbchenko

Lt. Cdr. Martin (Military Interpreter)
Mr, Smith

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter)

Commissioner Graybeal declared the meeting open and delivered
a brief prepared statement noting that there appeared to be pre-
liminary agreement by Commissioners on Section II of the
strategic offensive arms Procedures, and provided the Soviet sicde
with English and Russian texts of the language for that section
which the US side believes is now preliminarily agreed by
Commissioners (Attachment No. 1).

Commissioner Ustinov said the Soviet Component of the
Commission is pleased that we have been able to reach agreement
in principle on one of the most important sections of the
strategic offensive arms Procedures, Section II, which governs
the scope of dismantling on land-based ICBM 1aunchers deployed
prior to 1964, He added that such agreement had become possible
thanks to a constructive approach by both sides towards solving
problems in a spirit of mutual understanding. Ustinov saild
he thought the two Executive Secretaries could be charged with
presenting to the Comm1551onbrs, sometime next week, the Joint
Draft of the Text of Section IT prellmlnarlly abreed by
Commissionecrs” It went without saying that this language was
subJject to con31derat10n and approval by Governments, and that
either side could propose changes or amendments 1f they were

SECRRT/EXDIS
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considered necessary. He concluded by expressing .= = hope
that other remaining unagreed issues would be deali with Just
as quickly and successfully as had been Section II.

Mr. Graybeal agreed that the English and Russian texts
of the language for Section IT should be conformed under the
supervision of the Executive Secretaries. He also noted his
agreement with Ustinov's remarks that, obviously, we could
return to this subject if either Government deemed it necessary,
and that "nothing is agreed until all is agreed."

Graybeal said that he had wanted to lead off at this
morning's meeting because he had thought it useful to respond
to the proposals made by the Soviet side, and the progress
made at the last meeting and during the subsequent conversa-
tion between Commissioners, by tabling the language the US
side considered to be preliminarily agreed at this point.

He concluded by commenting that important work on the
resolution of other issues still remained, and with that returned
the floor to Ustinov. :

General Ustinov delivered a prepared statement on
Para. lil.l of the strategic offensive arms Procedures
(Attachment No. 2) containing a Soviet proposal on submarine
dismantling, and tabled that proposal in the form of a Working
Document (Attachment No. 3).

Mr. Graybeal said that Ustinov's statement and the proposal
he had tabled would be given the most careful study by the US
side. Without commenting further at this time on the new Soviet
proposal, Graybeal said, he would like to set forth US views
regarding Section III of the offensive arms Procedures. Ile
then delivered his prepared comments on ballistic missile sub-
mariﬁ§ and SLBM launcher dismantling or destruction (Attachment
No. .

In presenting his comments, Graybeal noted Ustinov's
mention in his own statement of the need to satisfy the agreed
criteria included in Para. 3 of the offensive arms Protocol.

He tabled a Working Document of the US SCC Component con-
taining new language for subparagraph III.1l(e) of the offensive
arms Procedures, noting that it incorporated those changes 1in
the language of that subparagraph to which he had referred in
his comments (Attachment No. 5).

SECRET/EXDIS
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Graybeal said that he had no further considerations to
present at this morning's meeting.

General Ustinov said that Graybeal's statement, as well

as the revised US proposal, would be studied by the Soviet side.
Both sides had tabled proposals for Section III, and we would
have the opportunity to exchange points of view on this subject
in the future. However, he salid, he would like to draw atten-
tion again to the proposal the Soviet side had tabled for con-
sideration today. In his view, it was quite constructive, and
acceptable to both sides. He simply wanted to suggest careful
study of that proposal.

Ustinov said he would like to continue with some considera-
tions concerning several 1ssues which had been addressed at
previous meetings, if Graybeal had no objection.

Mr. Graybeal said 1t was his pleasure to listen to consid-
erations of the Soviet side on any ilssue which needed further
discussion, in the spirit of direct and frank consideration of
8ll issues between the two sides. He noted that the US side
always listened very carefully to any remarks made by Ustinov.

General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and delivered a prepared
statement on notification (Attachment No. 6).

Mr. Graybeal said that Ustinov's statement would be
carefully studied, and that he would restrict his preliminary
reaction to three points:

Iirst, there is agreement between the sides that prior
notification, or any notification, for that matter, is not
required for verification of compliance with the Interim Agree-
ment and its Protocol or with the Procedures we are working
out. Therc was one important exception, as had been previously
mentioned by the US side. If either side chooses to implement
the Procedure calling for sinking of a submarine, that would
require some notification to insure adequate verification.

Second, mutual trust and the viability of existing agree-
ments 1s based on a number of factors, among which one of the
most important is compliance with those agreements by both
sides. Insuring confidence in complliance, by nacional technical
means, 1s also an important item,

Third,‘Graybeal sald, in his opinion, one of the lmportant
tasks of the SCC is to promote the implementation of both the

SECRET/EXDIS
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provisions and the objectives of the ABM Treaty, the Interim
Agreement and its Protocol, and applicable Agreed Statements.
Any action we can take in the SCC, whether in formulating
mutually agreed procedures or in ralilsing othcr questions
arlising on either side, the clarification of which would be
useful in reducing misunderstandings or uncertainties, would
contribute not only to the viability of those existing agree-
mentes, but also to improving relations between our countries,
and improving the climate for possible future agreements.

: Therefore, adequate notification procedures, which can be

| implemented at no expense to the security interests of either

| side while contributing to reducing the possibilities for mis-
understanding and uncertainty, remained, in his opinion,an
important element of the task before the SCC.

Graybeal said that he would conclude from Ustinov's
statement this morning that some major work still remains to be
done by the SCC.

General Ustinov said that in hils statement on notification

this morning. he had addressed the subject of notification as
a whole, proceeding from the position taken by the Soviet side

< - on that issue as a whole. The problem, however, consists of a

h number of particulars, one of which Graybeal had addressed
during the April 19 meeting as well as in his remarks in response
to Ustinov's own statement this morning. The specific particular
he had in mind dealt with prior notification of the time and
location of the sinking of a replaced submarine. However,
Ustinov continued, Graybeal had sald nothing regarding those
elements of prior notification which were still part of the
US proposals as reflected in the Joint Draft Texts of
November 16, 1973 and April 19, 1974. He had in mind notifica-
tion concerning shipyards to be used for submarine dismantling,

i advance notification concerning submarines which would begin

Do sea trials during the next six months, and other matters.

Inasmuch as this 1ssue was being dealt with at this morning's
meeting, he would like to continue his comments by addressing
the two particularc he had just mentioned.

He then read prepared statements on predesignation of
shipyards and on prior notification of the commencement of
submarine sea trials (Attachments No. 7 and No. 8).

Following his prepared comments, Ustinov said he had
addressed those two questions in detail in connection with
‘ Graybeal's comments regarding the Soviet position on notifica-
~ o tion, so that the US side would better understand that Soviet
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position. He would like to ask, he said, that the US side
carefully study his considerations, so that we might achieve
progress and success in our work.

Mr, Graybeal thanked Ustinov for the additional clarifica-
tion concerning notification, and said that we would, obviously,
be returning to this important subject, on which we remained
far from agreement. He said that having listened carefully
to Ustinov's statement, he could only reinforce his own comment
that the SCC still has a great deal of work to do.

General Ustinov interjected that he agreed.

Mr. Graybeal said that the US side would carefully study
all the points Ustinov had made, and subsequently return to
them. He asked whether Ustinov had any olher matters to raise
today.

General Ustinov said he thought it was already time to
wind up this meeting.

Mr. Graybeal said he had only a pair of minor items he
would like to mention. He noted the imminent departure of
Lt. Col. Bartos, who would be replaced on the US side by a
Navy man whom some on the Soviet side already knew, Cdr. Atkinson.
He also noted that tomorrow was an important Soviet holiday and,
on behalf of all of the US Component, he wished all of the Soviet
Component a happy May Day.

Graybeal then suggested that the next meeting be scheduled
for 11 a.m. on Friday, May 3, at the Soviet mission, if that
were agreeable.

General Ustinov thanked CGraybeal for the holiday greeting,
sald that on his own behalf, and on behalf of all the members
of the Soviet Component, he would like to wish Lt. Col Bartos
bon voyage and a pleasant trip to the United States, and added

that the Soviet side would be happy to welcome Cdr., Atkinson
and work with him in the SCC. He concluded by noting his agree-
ment to the proposed schedule for the next meeting.

Mr, Graybeal adjourned the meeting at 12:20 p.m.

SECRET/EXDIS
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Attachments:
1. Graybeal's Statement on Section II, Offensive Arms

Procedures and Working Document, US SCC Component on
Section IT, Offensive Arms Procedures
- Ustinov's Statement on Para. III.1, Offensive Arms
Procedures
. Soviet Working Document on Para. IIT.1(d), Offensive
Arms Procedures
Graybeal's Comments on Section III of Offensive Arms
Procedures
Working Document of US SCC Component on Para., III.1l(e),
Offensive Armes Procedures _
Ustinov'!s Statement on Notification
Ustinov's Statement on Predesignated Shipyards
Ustinov's Statement on Prior Notification of Commence-
ment of Sea Trials

CO~IOy U1 = W

A

Drafted by: YF. P. DeSimone:bd Approved by: S. N& Graybeal
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Attachuent No., 1

SCC-TIIT
STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL
April 30, 1974

Mr, Commissioner, on April 26 we had a useful
exchange of views which appears to provide a solution
to our differences in regard to the Procedures for
Dismantling or Destruction of Land-Based ICBM
Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers. We are in
agreement that the procedures of Section IT of the
Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling or
Destruction, and Notification Thereof, for Strategic
Offensive Arms are interrelated and that each part
should be considered 1n the light of this relationship.
Therefore, after careful study of the language pro-
posed by the Soviet side at the meeting of April 26,
1974 and modified during our private discussion follow-
ing that meeting, we appear to have preliminary agree-

ment by Commissioners on all of Section II as follows:

| SECRET
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N’ Working Document of
Us SCC Component
April 30, 1974

STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS: PROCEDURES

IT. Procedures For Dismantling or Destruction of
Land-Based ICBM Launchers Replaced By SLBM Launchers

1. In all cases the following actions shall be accomplished

in carrying out dismantling or destruction:

(a) removal from the launch site of the supply of
missiles and their components, warheads, and

mobile equipment; and

(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, erecting
and handling equipment, and propellant-handling
equipment, aésociated with the launcher and located
at the launch site, and removal of all dismantled
equipment from the launch site. Launch equipment

é is understood to be systems, components, and

instruments required to launch a migsile.

2., In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall

be performed:

(a) areas of the launch pads centered on the launch
! stand and at least 20 meters in diameter and missile
launch control posts (bunkers) shall be made unusable

%i-i by dismantling or destruction;
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(b) fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and

removed from the launch site; and

(c) debris of destroyed areas of launch pads
and of missile launch control posts
(bunkers), and the fuel storage tank foun-
dations may be removed, and, after six
months, the places where they were located may

be covered with earth.

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions

shall be performed:

(a) silo ddors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting,
launch tubes, and silo headworks shall be
dismantled or destroyed, and dismantled components

shall be removed from the launch site; and

(b) after the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a)
above have been accomplished, the silo shall
remain open for a period of six months, after

which it may be filled with earth.

4, After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished
in accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining

at ICBM launch sites shall not be used for storage., support

SECRET '
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or launch of ICBEMs but may, at the discretion of the DParties,

be used for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions

of the Interim Agreemznt and the Protocol thereto.

5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICEM
launchers shall be completed no later than four months

after the replacement submarine begins sea trials.

SECRET
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH IIT.1

April 30, 1974

Mr. Commissioner,

As we agrecd, I want to set forth at this
meeting the point of view of the Soviet side on
paragraph 1 of Section III, Procedures for Dismantling
or Destruction of Ballistic Missile Submarines and
SLBM Launchers Replaced by New Ballistic Missile Sub-
marines and SLBM Launchers, on which we have not yet

reached agreement.

In my statement I will specifically address in
greater detail the scope of dismantling, since we have !
already spoken on the overall issue of notification.
We have carefully studied the U.S. proposals on this

question, submitted at SCC-ITI.

In setting forth the position of the Soviet side
on questions of dismantling or destruction of SLREM
launchers and ballistic missile submarines, it is my
alm to resolve the differences between us through a
frank exchange of views. This would permit us to
successfully resolve the problem of working out wording

which is acceptable to both sides. ;
First of all, we believe that dismantling or

destruction procedures must be acceptable for any

SECRET
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ballistic missilc submarine covered by the Interim
Agreement. Also, as we have already said, the
procedures being worked out must not provide for
prior notifications, and verification of compliance
with these procedures must be provided by national

technical means.

Agreed paragraph 4 of the strategic offensive arms
Protocol specifies that dismantling or destruction
proéodures shall be formulated separatecly for ICBM
launchers, as well as SLBM launchergs and ballistic
misgsile submarines., In our opinion, however, such a
formulation in no way means that procedures must be
worked out for some kinds of separate classes of sub-

marines.

In matters of submarine dismantling, it is of
paramount importance that SLBM launcher dismantling
procedures be such that reactivation time of those
units would not be substantially less than the time
required for new construction. The U.S. side, too, has
emphasized this on more than one occasion., 1In this
connection, in establishing the scope of dismantling,
one should take into account the necessity for
reasonable cconomy of effort and funds, as well as the

possibility of using the submarines, after dismantling

SECRET

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



(

Approved For Rglgase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ00400010001-2

SECRET
3

of launchers, for purposes not inconsistent with
the Interim Agreement, as provided for in para-

graph 6 of the strategic offensive arms Protocol.

Thus, the Soviet side believes that procedures
for dismantling and replacement of ballistic missile
submarines must be applicable to any ballistic missile
submarine covered by the Interim Agreement, and that it
is not advisable, in this connection, to single out

any sorts of individual classes of submarines.

Taking the above into account, the Soviet side
does not see the necessity of wording subparagraph (e)
in the form in which it was proposed by the U.S. side
at SCC-II, and in place of that subparagraph, proposes
a new formulaﬁion for subparagraph (d).

"(a) reméving, in the open, the missile launch
tubes together with the part of the superstructure or
fairwater and the section of the outer hull and pressure
hull above the missile compartment, with subsequent
welding of new sections without launch-tube penetrations
or missile hatches into the outer hull and pressure
hull. The superstructure and fairwaler may be
replaced over the section of the hull of the submarine

from which the launch tubes have been removed."

SECRET
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Mr, Commissioner, as you can see for yourself,

in this subparagrapii, we provide for carrying outl. suci

dismantling measures as would fully preclude the

possibllity of using submarines, which are being

replaced, for launching ballistic missiles as well

as the péssibility of their rapidly being put into

a condition in which they are usable for launching

‘such missiles. At the same time, in spite of the

fact that the formulation proposed by the Soviet side

is shorter, it covers the whole set of items which

were proposed by the U.S. side in subparagraph (e).

It can be applied f@ any ballistic missile submarine

covered by the Interim Agreement.

Also, the measures specified in this formulation
ensure the possibility of using a dismantled submarine
for purposes not inconsistent with the Interim Agree-

ment.

Mr. Commissioner, we hope that the U.S. side will
carefully study our proposal., With a positive approach
to it on your part, we could reach agreement on this

yet unresolved issue.

Tharnk you for your attention.
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Official translation

Soviet Working Document

April 30, 1974

PROCEDURES TOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

Section III, paragraph 1

(d) removing, in the open, the missile launch
tubes together with the part of the superstructure
or fairwater and the section of the outer hull and
pressure hull above the missile compartment, with
'subsequent weiding of new sectlons without launch-
tube penetrations or missile hatches into the outer
hull and pressure hull. The superstructure and fair-
water may be replaced over the section of the hull of
the submarine from which the launch tubes have been

removed.
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - SECTION IITI OF
PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

April 30, 1974

1. Mr. Commissioner, today I will set forth U.S.
views regarding the procedures for dismantling or
destruction of ballistic missile submarines and SLBM
launchers replaced by new ballistic missile submarines
and SILBM launchers--Section IIT of the Procedures for

Strategic Offensive Arms.

- 2. During the period between SCC sessilons, the U,S.
| side carefully analyzed the five procedures set forth

in the Joint Draft Text of November 16, 1973 and studied
the exchanges which had taken place on this subjecct
during the first two 8CC sessions. We continue to
believe that the alternative procedures proposed by

the U.S, for dismantling or destruction of ballistic
missile submarines and SLBM launchers, which are now in
Section IITI of the Joint Draft Text of Strategic Offen-
sive Arms Procedures of April 19, 1974, should be

acceptable to both sides.

(
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3. The U.S. proposed sinking of the submarine with
its launchers in international waters at least 2000
meters in depth., When this procedure ior ballistic-
missile submarine destruction is chosen, notification of
the time and location of the planned destruction shall be
given to the other side at least one month prior to the

planned destruction.

4, The U.S. proposed scrapping the submarine and its

launchers in the open in predesignated shipyards.

5. The U.S. proposed removing the submarine's missile
sectlon 1in the open in predesignated shipyards. In
implementing the’procedure for "removing the submarine's
missile section in the open," it is the U.S. view that if
this submarine is to be used for other purposes then the
missile section must not be replaced by a new section of
similar dimensions. Any replacement hull section must
be significantly shorter in overall length than the

missile section it replaces.

6. During SCC II, after carefully analyzing the Soviet
proposals for procedures for ballistic missile submarine
and SLBM launcher destruction or dismantling, the United

States set forth another alternative procedure (Para. [IT.1(e)

SLCRET
Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



Approved For Rglgase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ80400010001-2

SECRET

————

-3

of JDT dated November 16, 1973). This proposal was

made in an cffort to bring the views of the two sides
closer together. After further study since our last
session, the U.S. side developed new language which we
believe should make this alternative acceptable to the
Soviet side. Our revised proposal would apply to nuclear-
powered ballistic missile submarines originally con-
structed prior to 1965 whose ballistic missile launch

tubes protrude into the sail.

7. The U.S5. approach to procedures for the dis-
mantling or destruction of ballistic missile submarines
and SLBM launchers is predicated upon the view that they
must be consistent with the agreed criteria contained in
Para. 3 of the Protocol. I believe there is complete

agreement betweecn us on this fundamental point.

8. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side remains convinced
that the four U.S.-proposed procedures provide adequate
and effective alternatives for all presently known
classes of submarines. We believe the U.S. proposals
in the JDT of April 19, 1974, as revised by us today,

provide a firm basis for agreement.

SECRET
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Attachment No, &

Working Document of
US SCC Component
April 30, 1974

STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES

SECTION III, PARAGRAPH 1(e)

I1I.1(e) for nuclear-powered ballistic missile sub-
marines originally constructed prior to 1965
whose ballistic missile launch tubes protrude
into the sail, removing the missile launch
tubes in the open in predesignated shipyards as
/ _ set forth below. The shipyards to be used for
ballistic-missile submarine dismantling shall

be agreed between the Parties.

(1) That entirc part of the superstructure
(including the fairwater) and outer hull
above the missile compartment of the

submarine shall be removed.

(2) That section of the missile compartment
pressure hull (hull crown plating and frame
segments) which contains all of the hull

penetrations for the missile launch tubes,

s m mnq«a
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as well as the missile launch tubes,

shall be removed.

The pressure hull and outer hull may then

~—
w
~—

be restored only by welding into place new

sections without launch tube penetrations.

() No superstructure or fairwater shall be
replaced over the section of the submarine
from which the missile launch tubes have

been removed.

SECRET
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON NOTIFICATION

April 30, 1974

Mr, Commissioner,

Since the April 19, 1974 mecting, the Soviet SCC
Component has devoted much attention to study of the
position of the U.S5. side on notification issues which
wags set forth by you on that date, and those clarifica-
tions which you provided on April 23 in connection
with the questions raised by the.Soviet side on this

matter.

We agree with you, Mr. Commissioner, that notifica-
tion ig one of the principal unresolved issues. 1 can
also affirm with satisfaction the agreement of both
sides that prior notification is not necessary for
verifying, by naticnal technical means, compliance with
existing agreements or with the Procedures we are work-
ing out. This spares me the need of again repeating
the basic premise of both sides concerning the
reliability and effectiveness of national technical

means of wverification.

At the same time I cannot comprehend the persistence
with which the U.S. side 1s nonetheless pressing for
the inclusion of elements of prior notification in the

Procedures. You say that this would enhance the

SJCRET
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viability of already concluded agreements and would
contribute to the development of mutual trust

betweenn our countries.

But it is not notification, whether prior or not,
on which viability of Soviet-American agreements and
mutual trust are based, They are based on strict
compliance by the sides with the provisions of these
documents, and the capabilities of the sides to carry
out reliable verification, using their national technical
means of verification, of compliance with the provisions
of these agreements, as well as with the Procedures

we are working out.

The main purpose of notification procedures 1is
that each side inform the other side through the Stand-
ing Consultative Commission, for the period between
sessions, on the completion of dismantling or destruc-
tion of numbers of ICBM launchers, submarines, and
SIBM launchers, ags well as ABM launchers and radars:
and for that same period, on the number of ICEM
launchers and SLBM lsunchers used by each side for

replacement.

Such a reciprocal exchange of information by the
sides through the SCC would be documentary confirma-
tioﬁ of completion of actions in this area for their

official recording in the S5SCC.
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Precisely this would promote enhancement of
the viability of the ABM Trcaty and the Interim
Agrecement and would contribute to the strengthening

of mutual trust between our countries.

Therefore, on the strength of the considerations
set forth by us, the Soviet side does not see a necessity
to replace the functions of national technical means
of verification with any sort of additional functions
of the Commission with respect to prior notification.
Such a solution of the guestion is unacceptable to us

as a matter of principle.

Mr., Commissioner, with respect to your clarifica-
tions of April 23 on questions of notification, we are
still studying them thoroughly. Today, in a preliminary
manner, it can be sald that the notification procedures
proposed by you on launcher dismantling which ié in
progress are in our opinion not dictated by necessity,
and only complicate what is already a complicated task

for the SCC.

The Soviet side proposes a solution to the question
of notification, which is simpler and which fully meets
the tasks before us--that notification be made on tha%
number of ICBM launchers, SLBM leaunchers, ABM launchers,

and radars, the dismantling of which has been completed

QTR T
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by the beginning of a regular session, as well as

on'thé number of ICBEM launchers and SLBM 1aunéhers

us ed during that same perlod for replacement. We

are convinced that suéh a solution more precisely

reflects the substance of this matter.

Thank you four attention.

SICRET
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PREDESIGNATION OF SHIPYARDS

Aprid 30, 1974

Mr. Commissioner,

1. Prior notification of the location of dismantl-
ing or destruction of submarines is inadvisable and
unnecessary for the following reasons.

First, predesignation of shipyards where submarine
dismantling is carried out, in our opinion, replaces

the functions of national technical means of verification.

Second, pafagraph T1II.2 of the strategic offensive
arms Procedures, agreed by us at SCC-II, sets the
period of time for submarine dismantling or destruction.
This period covers an extensive increment of time
during which national technical means are capable of
verifying progress in this work with a high degree of
confidence. The lengthy dismantling process and its
implementation in the open permit each side to follow,
with adequate certainty, the course of dismantling
work. Therefore, no additional information or data 1is
required on such work and the shipyérds in which this
work is carried out. Moreover, it 1is necessary to
take into account that we do not designate the shipyards
where ballistic missile submarines are bullt; why, then,

designate where we will dismantle them. TIncidentally,

SECRET
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at SCC-ITI the U.S. side displayed rcasonable
flexibility when it withdrew 1ts proposal on specify-
ing coordinates for ICRM and SLBM launchers being
dismantled. Why then did shipyards remain; after all,
these are coordinates too? In our orinion this
question is so clear that it needs no additicnal

explanation.

In light of the consliderations set forth by me,
we believe that the proposal of the U.S. side for
prior designation of shipyards is not advisable and

therefore cannot be accepted.
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PRIOR NOTIFICATION OF
COMMENCTEMENT CF S3ZA TRIALS

April 30, 1974

2. In subparagraph I.6(b) of the strategic
olTensive arms Procedures, the U.S3., side propcses
that with respect to SLBM replacement launchers,
notification contain "the number of ballistic missiles
which are on submarines that will begin sea trials

during the next six-month period."

Such a formulation cannot be acceptable to the
Soviet sgide because it plainly contains the principle
of prior notification which we have always opposed.

We believe that such prior notification is not required.

Both sides have agreed that the beginning of sea
trials of a ballistic missile submarine shall be the
date on which such a submarine first operates under
its own power away from the harbor or port in which
the construction or fitting-ocut of the submarine was
performed. The time of the beginning of sea trials,
which is the basis for timing initiation and comple-
tion of dismantling or destruction of launchers being
replaced, can be determined by national technical
means of verification. This is the substance of the

question with which, it scems to us, both sides were

SFECRET
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in agreement. In such a case we cannot understand
why the U.S. side agsain advances a requirement for

prior notification. We cannot agree to this.

SECRET
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SCC
Session~I1T
A~ 190

US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVL COMMISSION

Meeting, April 26, 1974
Soviet Misslon, Geneva

Persons Present:

Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov

Brig. Gen. Georgl Mr. Karpov

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr., Yereskovsky

Mr, Anderson Col. Belyanin

It. Col. Bartos Capt. Kuznetsov

Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter)
Mr. Long Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter)
Lt. Cdr. Martin Capt. Korobchenko

Mr. Smith (Military Interpreter)

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter)

Commissioner Ustinov declared the meeting open and said that
in accord with his prior understanding with Mr. Graybeal he would
take the floor first. He then gave a preparcd statement on
paragraph II.4 of the strategic offensive arms Procedures
(Attachment No. 1).

Ustinov continued by following up with statements on
paragraphs II.2 and II.3(a) of the strategic offensive arms
Procedures (Attachments No. 2 and No. 3), and tabling two Soviet
Working Documents containing proposed language for those two
paragraphs (Attachment No. 4).

Ustinov concluded by thanking Graybeal for his patience in
hearing out a rather long statement. He said 1t seemed to him
that the proposals he had made today should constitute mutually
acceptable solutions to all the remalning questions in Section I1
of the Procedures, along the lines spoken of at the last meeting,
and that should permit us to remove all of the brackets from
Section IL of the Procedures.

&
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Commissioner Graybeal said that General Ustinov's statements
and the specific proposals of the Sovlet side would, needless to
say, be glven very careful consideration and study. His
preliminary reaction, he continucd, now that both sides had
set forth their views on Section II, was that we seem to be
moving toward solution of the issues in that section of the
offensive Procedures.

Graybeal sald he thought Ustinov would understand that in
view of the statement he had made and the new Soviet proposals he
had tabled, he, Graybeal, would refrain from any prepared statement
or further comment on Section II. Rather, ne would carefully study
them, as he had alrcady saild, and we would return to the subject
very soon. However, for the purpose of improving our mutual
understanding of the Soviet proposals, he would like to make several
preliminary observations.

The U.S. side, he stated, continued to consider cost and
expense a secondary factor. Though we rccognize it as a factor,
it is not nearly as important as working out mutually agreed
procedures which meet the criteria set forth in the offensive
arms Protocol.

Second, as he understood Ustinov's initial statement and
summary remarks, the Soviet side sees a relationship between
paragraph TT1.4 and the remainder of the gquestions in Section IT
as sect forth previously by the U.S. silde.

Third, it would appear that there is agreement in principle
concerning the issues in Section II, with the exception of the
cize of the area of the launch pad to be dismantled or destroyed
in the case of soft ICBM sites, and whether or not, in the case
of silo launch sites, launch control bunkers are subject to
dismantling or destruction.

Finally, Graybeal said he believed that our exchange on
paragraph TT.4 had been a constructive one, and he shared the
view that we should be able to reach mutually acceptable solutions
concerning the two remaining issues he had noted.

He concluded by repeating that he would like to reserve

further comment until the statement and proposals of the Soviet
side this morning had been studied. -

L
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General Ustinov thanked Graybeal for his comments, and
said he would like to emphasize that in studying the new Soviet
proposals the U.S. side should give attentlon to that aspect of
the overall issue Ustinov had emphasized again in his statement
today. Specifically, he was referring to the view that these
procedures we are working out should be considered in the light
of a dual requirement -- to put the launchers in a condition
precluding the possibility of their use for launching missiles
while simultaneously realizing maximum economy of expense and
effort, This view of the Soviet side is one of principle. Ustinov
said he thought the U.S. side understood that this 1s a reciprocal
proposition which was important for the U.S. side also, and that
all proposals on procedures must be considered in the context of
these requirements.

Ustinov concluded by noting that he thought we could rather
guickly remove all of the brackets from Section II of the offensive
arms Procedures on the basis of the new specific proposals he had
tabled this morning.

Mr. Graybeal said that he understood Ustinov's comments and
that They would be taken into account, and repeated his comment
with respect to refraining from any further statements today.

General Ustinov said he understood Graybeal's remark to
mean the U.S. side had no Turther matters to raise today, and
that, in that case, we could close this morning's meeting, which
had been very productive. He proposed that if there were no
objections from the U.S. side, the next meeting be held at
11:00 a.m. on Tuesday, April 30, at the U.S, Mission.

Mr. Graybeal agreed to the proposed schedule.

General Ustinov adjourned the meeting at 11:45 a.m,

Attachments:

1. Ustinov Statement, strategic offensive arms Procedures,
Paragraph II..4

2, Ustinov Statement, stratcgic offensive arms Procedures,
Paragraph II.2

3, Ustinov Statement, strategic offensive arms Procedures,
paragraph II.3(a) |

I, Soviet Working Documents, on para II.2 and II.3(a)

Drafted byiFPDeSimone:sbs Approved by:SNGréybeal
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= Attachnent No. 1

USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH II.4 OF STRATEGIC
OFFENSTIVE ARMS PROCEDURES

April 2h, 197k

Mr., Commissioner,

In my statement today, I would like to address

paragraph II.4 of the Procedures for strategic
‘ offenéive arms, with respect to which the U.S. side
tabled its new proposal at the last meeting.

I believe that there is no disagreement between
us that the procedures we are working out must, of
course, be in full accord with the provisions of the
Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto, as well

as related Agreed Statements of the sides,

As you know, these documents, as well as para-
graphs 1 and 2 of the draft Protocol for strategic
offensive arms and Section I of the draft Procedures
for strategic offensive arms, strictly establish the

possible framework of dismantling and replacement.

Paragraph 1 of the Protocol for strategic
offensive arms, for example, specifies that the
attached procedures shall apply only to systems to
be replaced and dismantled or déstroyed pursuant to
the provisions of tie aforementioned Interim Agreement.

W

*
o
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Paragraph I.1 of the Procedures for sirategic
offensive arms specifically states that within the
limits of the levels established for each side,
launchers for land-based intercontinental ballistic
missiles (ICBMs) of older types, deploywd prior to
1964, may be replaced by launchers for ballistic

missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines.

It is quite clear that since the subject 1is
repiacement of launchers of one type by launchers
of another type, within the limits of established
levels, it is understood that the ICBM launchers of
older types being replaced cannot be reactivated.
One of the purposes of the procedures being worked
out by us is to insure that the ICBM launchers being
replaced be put in a condition that precludes the
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs, and
make impossibie their reactivation within a period
of time substantially less than the time required
for new construction. Both Components of the SCC
agree that provisions of this nature must be included
in the Procedures, although their wording has not yet

been completely agreed upon.
At the same time, the Soviet side has repeatedly

called attention to the fiact that putting launchers

SECRET
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which.are being replaced in a condition that

precludes the possibllity of their use for launching
TCBMs must be combined with reasonable considerations
of cconomy of effort and cost. And 1in any case, we
mist not unnccessarily carry the scope of dismantling
activities to such proportions, that such dismantling
“activity would require greater expenditures and effort

than the construction of the launchers being dismantled.,

At the last meeting, the U.S. Component of the
SCC stressed the importance which it attaches to the
wording which it tabled for paragraph II.4 of the
Procedures for strategic offensive arms, including
its importance’with respect to the scope of dismantling

activities for ICBM launchers being replaced.

. We understood the remarks of the U.S. side on
this question to mean that on condition that para-
graph II.4, as proposed by the U.S, side on April 23,
is in the Procedures, a rcduction is possible in
requirements presented until now on the scope of
dismantling activities for ICBM launchers being

replaced, both soft and silo.

Taking into account the above considersations, the

Soviet Component of the SCC continues to see no need

- SECRET
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for inciuding in the Procedures paragraph I1.4,

even in its new, rcfined formulation.

However, deciring to facilitate finding mutually
acceptable solutions, and taking into account the
importance which the U.S. side attaches to the
inclusion of paragraph IL. in the Procedures, the
Soviet Component of the SCC is in principle prepared
to consider the question of its possible inclusion in
the: Procedures, if mutually acceptable solutions are
found on the other issues in Section IT of the

Procedures for strategic offensive arms.

As you know, other unagreed provisions remain
in thigs section besides paragraph 4, in subpara-

graph 2(a) and subparagraph 3(a).

On condition that mutually acceptable wording
is found on these issues, we would be prepared to
agree to the U.S. proposal on paragraph L, as
formulated by the U.S. Component of the SCC at the

April 23, 1974 meeting.

SECRET :
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SRCT T Attachment No. 2

USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH TII.2 OFF STRATEGLIC
OFFENSIVE ABMS PROCEDURLES

April 26, 197h

Mr. Commissionef,

Continuing our discussion of the Procedurcs
for dismantling or destruction of land-based inter-

- continental ballistic missile launchers, being

replaced by SLBM launchers, 1T intend to address those
additional dismantling measures with respect to soft
launch sites, which, as you know, are covered in
paragraph IL.2 of the Procedures for strategic offensive

arms.

In my statement, I would like to set forth the
position of the Soviet side on the substance of the
questions conﬁained in this paragraph, and if possible

attempt to remove the brackets which still remain therein,

As a result of careful study of the Soviet and U.S.
drafts of the text of paragraph 2, contained in the
November 16, 1973 document, we came to the conclusion
that the points of view of the two sides on possible
ways for resolving thé question of degree of dismantling
soft lsunch sites are rather ciose. This gives rise

to hope for a rapid resolution of existing differences.

SECRET
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Specifically, Mr. Commissionér, we decided to
propose for your consideration new wording for sub-
paragraph (a) which consists of the following: "areas
of the launch pads centered on the launch stand and
10 meters in diameter, and missile launch control posts
(bunkers) shall be made unusable by dismantling or

destruction.”

Thus, we arce in agreement, as is proposed by the
U.S. side, that the Procedures indicate the specific
size of the area of the launch pad, which must be

dismantled or destroyed.

Tn our opinion, the size of the area of the launch
pad which must. be dismantled or destroyed could be
limited to an area 10 meters in diameter. This would
fully ensure that the intercontinental ballistic
missile launcher would be put in a condition that
precludes the possibility of its use for launching
missiles and make impossible its reactivation in
substantially less time than the time necessary for
new construction. At the same time such a size for
the area of the launch pad being dismantled or destroyed
would reduce by nine times the amount of dismantling
work as compared tqﬁthe size of the area to be destroyed

youiproposed, 30 meters in diameter, and, conseguently,

- SECRET
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would considerably reduce the expenditure of funds
and effort: we have drawn your attention to this

repcatedly.

The Soviet side believes that the new wording
proposed today for subparagraph (a) can provide a
solution acceptable to both sides, and hopes that
the U:S. Component of the SCC will favorably consider

this constructive Soviet proposal.

Thank you for your attention.

SECRET |
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON SURPARAGRAPII II.3(a) O
STRATEGIC OIFSNSIVE ARMS PROCEDURED

April 26, 1974

Mr. Commissioner,

In my next statement I would like to address
the wording of subparagraph II.3(a) of the Procedures
for s%rategic offensive arms, which governs the
additional dismantling measures for intercontinental

ballistic missile sile launchers.

We believe that on this matter, too, a mutually
acceptable solution can be found which satisfies the
basic principles of the dismantling or destruction
Procedures, adopted by us, set forth in paragraph 3
of the Protocol for strategic offensive arms. At the
same time, the Soviet side's proposal on the necessity
for maximum possible reduction of expenditures for

dismantling work would also be satisfied.

I want to propose for your consideration new

Soviet wording for subparagraph 3(a).

(Text of subparagraph II.3(a) of the Procedures

for strategic offensive arms i1s read and handed over).
If you, Mr. Commissioner, carefully examine this

wording, you will u%doubﬁedly note that it is almost

SECRET
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fully identical with the U.S. proposal of November 16,
1973. The only thing missing in the Soviet draft, is
the mention of dismantling or destruction of launch

control posts (bunkers),

In our cpinion, and I think the U.S, side will
agreerwith this, putting the silo launcher itself into
an unusable condition is governing and most importaﬁt
in carrying out dismantling or destruction of facilities

at silo launch sites.

The Soviet side believes that the scope of
dismantling work on a silo launcher, carried out in
accordance with the aforementioned subparagraph (a),
makes 1t completely unusable for launching missiles
and leaves the sides no possibility whatever to
reactivate it in a period of time, less than that
reqﬁired for new construction. Under these conditions,
launch control posts (bunkers) completely cease to
serve their purpose, especially since the launch
equipment in them must be completely dismantled and
removed from the launch site in accordance with

paragraph 1 of the same Section of the Procedures.

Also, such a resolution of the question of

dismantling or destruction of silo launchers would

K3
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permit a considerable reduction in expenditures for

dismantling work.

Mr. Commissioner, I hope that the U.S. side will
carefully study the new Soviet proposal tabled today,
which is aimed at reaching mutually acceptable solu-
tions+on matters of dismantling or destruction of ICBM
launchers deployed prior to 1964 and being replaced

by SLBM launchers.,

T would also like to remind you that we look upon
our proposals Tor subparagraphs 1I1.2(a) and II.3(a)
of the Procedures for strategic offensive arms in the
context of the statement I made earlier concerning

the U.S. proposals on paragraph 4 of the same section.

Thank you for your attention.
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Official translation
Soviet Working Document
April 20, 1974

PROCEDURLS FOR STRATEGIC OFIENSTIVE ARMS

Paragraph I1.2

(a) arcas of the launch pads centered on the
launch stand and 10 meters in diameter, and missile
launch control posts (bunkers) shall be made

unusable by dismantling or destruction;
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Of Ticial translation
Soviet Working Document
April 26, 1974

PROCT* DURES FOR STRATECIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

Paragraph II.3

(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas
dqucting, launch tubes and silo headworks shall be
dismantled or destroyed. Dismantled components

shall be removed from the launch site;
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

Meeting, April 23, 1974
U.S. Migssion, Geneva

Fersons Present:

Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov

Brig. Gen. Georgi Mr. Karpov

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr, Yereskovsky

Mr., Anderson Col. Belyanin

Lt., Col, Bartos Capt. Kuznetsov

Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr, Marchuk (Interpreter)
Mr. Long Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter)
Lt. Cdr. Martin Capt. Korobchenko

Mr. Smith (Military Interpreter)

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter)

Commiscsioner Graybesal welcomed General Ustinov and the
members of the Soviet Component of the SCC, declared the
meeting open, and gave the floor to General Ustinov.

Commissioner Ustinov delivered a prepared statement on
paragraph IIL.1(b) of the strategic offensive arms Procedures
(Attachment No. 1).

Mr, Graybeal gave the first part of his prepared comments
on land-based I1CBM launcher dismantling or destruction (Sections
I, II, and III of Attachment No. 2), and passed to the Soviet
side a U.S. Working Document containing proposed revised
language for paragraph II.4 of the offensive arms Procedures
(Attachment No. 3).

General Ustinov sald he had listened very carefully to
Graybeal's statement, and wanted to express his satisfaction
that the sides had found a common formulation for paragraph
IT.1(b); it seemed that both sides were able to find a common
point of view. As for paragraph II.4, it seemed to him that
before he could speak to that subject the Soviet side would
have to study the new draft which had been presented this
morning. He said the U.S., proposal would be carcfully studied,
and a response would be forthcoming at a future meeting.

 SECRET/EXDIS
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General Ustinov continued by saying that keeping our
previous meeting in mind, he would 1like to try to clarify
several questions in connection with the U.S.—proposed
alternative formulations for the definition of a "modern
SLBM," which had been tabled at that meeting.

He then read a prepared text containing two questions on
the "modern SIBM" definition (Attachment No. ).

Mr., Graybeal saild he would like to give a preliminary
response, which could be amplified at a subsequent meeting,
to assist the Soviet side in understanding the U.S. position.
He sald that both alternatives suggested by the U.S. side at
the April 19 mecting used the phrase "first flight-tested" in
place of the "first tested" which was part of the bracketed
language of the offensive JDT, in paragraph I.2 of the
Procedures. This change had been made as a result of certain
guestions raised by the Soviet side -- informally, he thought,
although he would have to check the record of our meetings at
the second session of the SCC to be certain. Since "test" is
very broad in its connotations, and many kinds of tests such
as laboratory tests, drawing board tests and others exist,
and since we are dealing here with procedures which are to
be verified by natlonal technical means, we changed the
formulation so as to clearly distinguish flight testing from
other kinds of testing.

As for the change in the date from 1964 to 1965, Ustinov
would note that the alternative proposed phrases which the
U,S. side had tabled on April 19 were written so as to
become part of paragraph I.2. With the addition of eilther
one of those phrases, the paragraph would deal with the
definition of "modern SIBMs" in threc parts -- the first
part of the paragraph describes a modern SLBM for the U.S.;
the second part, for the Soviet Union; and the third part,
for both sides. For consistency, since the cutoff date used
in the second part was 1965, we had changed the date in our
proposed additional phrase correspondingly. It is obvious
that we are gpeaking of new missiles here, and it would seem
appropriate to use such a cutoff date in order to distinguish
the new from the old; this is a well-established precedent
in previous SALT and SCC documents and discussions.

Graybeal sald he hoped this preliminary response would
be helpful. He also added that he thought 1t became clear
from Ustinov's questions and his own answers that the
alternative proposed additions to paragraph I.2 which had
been tabled on April 19 were both preferable, in terms of

SECRET/EXDIS

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



Approved For Rg|ease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354000400010001-2

SECRET/EXDLE
..3...

their clarity and the coneistency of the date, to the
third alternative, that is, the bracketed sentence in
the November 16, 1973 and April 19, 1974 JDTs.

General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and sald his question
nhad been intended to get at the essence of the new U.S.
proposals. He noted that from Graybeal's explanation he
understood "first flight-tested" to mean the end of flight
testing.

Mr. Graybeal said he believed the language we had used
had properly cxpressed our intent; it sald "First flight-tested
since 1965." The meaning here 1s parallel to the meaning of
"made operational since 1965," which was in the unbracketed
part of the paragraph. That is, the missiles spoken of here
would have begun their flight testing sometime after 1965,
Presumably, if such a mlssile ever became operational, then
its flight testing would have been completed by that time.

The important point 1s that flight testing would have begun
after 1965, and this formulation would provide for completing
the definition to include "modern SIBMs" on diesel submarines.

General Ustinov expressed his great appreciation for
the explanation. Ie sald that it would be carefully studied,

Just as the goviet side had been studying the new U.S, proposals,

and that we would be able to return to this question at a
future meeting.

Ustinov said the newly-proposed formulation for
paragraph II.4 of the offensive arms Procedures would be
just as carefully studied. He added that he wanted to very
frankly say he had intended to present the Soviet viewpoint
on that paragraph today, but since the U.S. side had tabled
a new proposal, he thought it would not be well to speak on
the previous formulation, Therefore, the Soviet silde would
study the new proposal and address the subject later.

Mr. Graybeal said that in keeping with the understanding
he and Ustinov had reached on today's agenda, and in the
light of the earlier exchange at this meeting, he would 1like
to continue with comments and presentation of the U.s, side's
views concerning the subject of ICBMs; specifically, he wanted
to address paragraphs II1.2 and II.3 of the offensive arms
Procedures. He emphasized that these comments were in the
context of the interrelationship he had previously mentioned
between paragraph TTI.4 and the other paragraphs of Section IT.
These comments should be understood in the context of the
importance of that concept in paragraph IT.4 and its relation-
ship to the degrec of dismantling and destruction at both
soft and silo ICBM sites.

SECRET/EXDIS
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Graybeal then gave the remainder of his comments on
procedures for dismantling or destruction of land-based 1CBM
launchers (see Attachment No. 2).

General Ustirnov said he had listened very carefully to
the U.S. proposals on the various paragraphs of Section 1T
of the offensive arms Procedures. He wanted to repeat that
everything Graybeal had said today would be carefully studied
by the Soviet side. Several points of contact had become
evident, which could be used to try to find solutions to all
the issues in Section II. Since there were new proposals from
the U.S. side, he would not critique the U.S.-proposed
formulations in the JDT at this time, but would study instead
the new proposals, which pertain to questions of interest to
the Soviet side. ’

Mr. Graybeal said the U.S., side would like to provide
answers to the questions concerning notification which had
been asked by the Soviet side at the April 19 meeting, and
gave ?is prepared response to those questions (Attachment
No. 5).

He then said that completed the material he had for
this morning, and asked whether the Soviet side had any
further considerations.

General Ustinov thanked Graybeal for the clarification
on the notification guestions, and said it would be carefully
studied and analyzed by the Soviet side.

As to further comments, he said he would like to repeat
that he would abstain in view of the new proposals presented
today.

Mr. Graybeal sald the only question remaining, in that
case, was to schedule the next meeting, and proposed that
it take place on Friday, April 26, at 11:00 a.m. He noted
that it would be at the Soviet Mission, 1f that were agreeable,
and that be believed we had also already agreed to an informal
meeting in the form of a luncheon at 1:00 p.m. tomorrow,
April 24.

General Ustinov said the schedule for Friday was agreeable,
and that the Soviet side also found tomorrow's schedule very
agreeable,

 SECRET/EXDIS
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Mr. Graybeal adjourncd the meeting at 12:30 p.m.
Attachments:
1. Ustinov Statement on Offensive Procedures Para II.1(b)
2, (Graybeal Comments on Dismantling or Destruction
Procedures for Land-Based ICBM Launchers
3. U.S. Working Document: Strategic Offensive Arms
Procedures, Para II.H
L, Ustinov Questions on "Modern SLBM" Definition
5. Graybeal response to Soviet Questions on Notification
j Wf‘ &
%
Drafted byyFPDeSimone:sbs . Approved by:SNGrégiial
) —
SECRET/EXDIS
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SECRET Attachment No. 1

— USTINOV STATEMESRT ON PARAGRAPH ITI.1(b) OF
PROCEDURES I'OR OFFENSIVE ARMS
April 23, 1974

Mr, Commissioner,

As you and I agreed, today I will present
comments of the Soviet side regarding the wording
of soﬁe of the unagreed paragraphs of Section II of
the Procedures for strategic offensive arms;
specifically, I have in mind, first of all, para-
graph IT.1(b) of the Procedures for strategic offensive

arms.

As you know, this paragraph specifies those
S’ ' measures which shall be carried out in all cases of
dismantling or destruction of land-based ICBM launchers

being replaced by SLBEM launchers.

The difference between the formulations of this
paragraph is that the U.S.'wording, as set forth in
the November 16, 1973 draft, speaks of the dismantling
. of fixed launch equipment, all erecting and handling
equipment, and propellant-handling equipment, located
at the launch site or associated with it (i.e. with
the launch site), whereas the Soviet draft speaks of
the dismantling of this very same equipment, associated

with the launcher and located at the launch site.

~ | SECRET
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In view of the vagueness of the U.S. proposal
regarding the aforementioned equipment, it would be
possible, if one so desired, to include any systems
and components, even if locaved at a considerable
distance from the launcher,or from the launch site
of an 'ICBM launcher, of an older type and unrelated
to the launching of ICBMs deployed prior to 1964,
In this connection, it would be impossible to establish
terfitorial bounds within which the equipment
dismantling provision will apply, which could lead
to misunderstandings in verification. It seems to

us that this is not in the interests of both sides.

In our view, the Soviet draft of this portion of
paragraph 1(b) provides full clarity on this question.
To begin with, it presupposes the dismantling of equip-
ment associated with the launcher, i.e. that equipment
which is directly involved.in preparing and carrying
out the launch of a missile from this launcher. The
dismantling of precisely this equipment is necessary
for putting this launcher in a condition that precludes

the possibility of 1ts use for launching an ICBM,

Moreover, the Soviel draft precisely defines
the territorial bounds within which the dismantling
provision applies, by indicating the equipment

located at the launch site. This facilitates

SIECRET
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verification ¢f dismantling,by national technical
means, since its territorial confines are strictly

delineated by the launch site.

Thus, the Soviet draft provides for the dismantliing
of all the equipment related to carrying out the
launch of ICBMs, deployed prior to 1964, at a given

" Jlaunch site.

Therefore, the Soviet draft of subparagraph (b),
as it applies to ICBM launcher edquipment, is fully
in accord with paragraph 3 of the Protocol for strategic
offensive arms,agreed by us, which specifies that the
procedures for dismantling or destruction of ICBM
launchers and associated facilities shall insure that
they would be put in a condition that precludes the
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs, shall
insure that reactivation of units dismantled or
destroyed would be detectable by national technical
means and shall be such that reactivation time of
those units would not be substantially less than the

time required for new construction.

Taking into account all that I have said above,
we believe that the Soviet version of the formulation
for subparagraph (b) of November 16, 1973, fully meets

the'objectives of the Procedures we are working out.

SECRLET
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Mr. Commissioner, I hope that the U.S. side
%";' will regard ovr considerations with full attention.
I think that achievement of mutual understanding on

this question would be in the intercsts of both sides.

Thank you for your attention.
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Attachment No. 2

COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS -- PROCEDURES FOR
DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION OF LAND-BASED ICBM LAUNCHLRS

April 23, 1974

=

1. Mr. Commissioner, today we are exchanging views
on dismantling or destruction procedures for both soft

and silo ICBM launchers.

2. Para. ITI.U4 sets forth a concept which the U.S.

| g side continues to believe important. We have carefully

reviewed prior exchanges on this concept, and are prepared

to make some changes in Para. IIL.4 which take into account

certain considerations expressed by the Soviet side.

(Read revised Para. IL.4 and pass copy to Soviet side)

3. Mr, Commissioner, you will note from this revision of

Para. II.. that we have deleted the phrase "or for storage or

support of ICBM - capable launchers.'" There can be no gquestion

that this paragraph now deals clearly, directly, and only with

ICBMs -- a subject clearly within our assigned responsibilities.

If the USSR does not intend to use replaced ICBM launch sites

for storage, support or launch of 'ICBMs, then there should be

N’ no reason why agreement cannot be reached.

SECRET
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L, Mr. Commissioner, on November 5, 1973 I reiterated
the view of the U.S, side that there is a direct liunk
between the solution we reach on this concept and the
scope and extent of dismantling or destruction procedures
for land-based ICBM launch sites which would be acceptable

to the U.S. side. This remains the U.S. view.

1T,

5. Mr. Commissioner, keeping in mind my previous
statement regarding the inter-relationship between the
concept 1in our revised Para. II.4 and the remaining issues
involving procedures for dismantling or destruction of
land-based ICBMs, I would like to make the following
additional comments.

Iii.
6. As you correctly noted in your opening statement,
the present bracketed language in Pare, IL.1(Db)
indicates a difference in the scope of dismantling
activities at land-based ICBM launch sites. The U.S.
proposal would include fixed launch equipment, all erecting
and handling equipment, and propellant handling equipment

located at the site or associlated with it, whether or not

SECRET
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specifically located within the site per se. The Soviet
language wouldﬁdeal with the same itcems but only those

associated with the launcher and located at the launch sitec.

7. The U.S. side does not see why certain items
directly associated with the specific launch site, even
though not located within the launch site, should not be
dismantled or destroyed. However, Mr. Commissioner, taking
into account Soviet considerations, including those presented
this morning, the U.S., side is prepared to accept the Soviet
language“which reads "associated with the launcher and

" located at the launch site."

IV.

8. The difference between the U.,S. and Soviet approach
to dismantling or destruction of soft ICBM launch sités,
as reflected in Para. II.2(a), involves the extent to which
the lesunch pads are to be dismantled or destroyed. We are
agreed that dismantling and removal of the launch device alone
are not adequate. In our view an area of the launch pad
centered on the launch stand must be made unusable by
dismantling or destruction. This areca must be of sufficient
size to meet the reactivation time criterion. The U.5., side
beliéves that dismantling or destruction‘of an area of the

launch pad 30 meters in diameter would meet this criterion.

SIECRET
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9. TFrom my review of past exchanges on this subject,
it is my understanding that the Soviet-proposed language
also includes dismantling or destruction of the locatlions
where the launch device was emplaced. The Soviet proposal,
however, does not specify the arca of the launch pad to be

dismantled or destroyed.

10. T do not believe there is a major difference in
the approaches of the two sides, and thus 1t should be
possible to find compromise language which meets the
reactivation time criterion as well as the objective of

the procedures of the two sides.

V.

11. The present bracketed language in Para. I1.3
indicates a glgnificant difference in the scope of dismantling
activities at silo launch sites. The U.S. proposal includes
certain actions which the Soviet proposed language does not
require: the dismantling or destruction of silo headworks

and launch control bunkers and filling the silo with earth.

12, The reactivation time agreed to in Para. 3 of the
Protocol also applies to silo launch sites. The U.S. side

continues to believe that silo hecadworks and launch control

SECRET
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bunkers should be dismantlcd or destroyed in order to meet
the reactivation time criterion. The Soviet proposal as
currently worded does not meet this criterion.

in Para. II.3(b)
13. The present U.S. proposed language/requires that

after a period of six months the silo be filled with earth.
The U,S, side is prepared to accept the Soviet language
reading as follows: "After the actlons provided in
subparagraph (a) above have been accomplished, the silo

L _— "~ shall remain open for a period of six months, after which

it may be filled with earth."

Vi,

"14, Mr. Commissioner, today the U.S. side has proposed

a comprehensive solution for the four bracketed paragraphs

of the Procedures for dismantling or destruction of land-based

ICBM sites. This movement on our part prbvides for a
compromise solution which takes into account previously
expressed considerations of the Soviet side, and is designed
to contribute to working out the mutually agreed procedures

we are charged with in the SCC,

SKCRET
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. U.S. Working Document
April 23, 1974

STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS: PROCEDURES
PARAGRAPH TITI.4

"}, After dismantling or destruction has been
accomplished in accordance with the above procedures,
facilities remaining at ICBM launch sites shall not
be used for storage, support or launch of ICBMs but
may, at the discretion of the Parties, be used for
purposes not inconsistent with the provisions of the
Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto."

SECRET
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USTINOV QUESTIONS ON "MODERN SLEM" DETFINITION
April 23, 1974

[N

Mr. Commissioner,

At the last meeting, the U.S. side set forth
two alternative formulations regarding the concept of
a modern SLBM, for an addition to the agreed portion
of paragraph I.2 of the Procedures for strategic

offensive arms.

The position of the Soviet SCC Component on this
question has already been presented at the last meeting
and remains valid. At the same time, in our study of
these additional formulations, questions arose which
we would ask the U.S. Component of the Commission to

answer if possible,

First of all, what is the difference between the
wording of November 16--"first tested," and the word-
ing used in your new proposals--"first flight-tested."
What 1s the essence of the difference and what
specifically does the U.S. side mean by these expres-

sions?

Secondly, why 1is 1964 spoken of in one case,

and 1965 in the second case?

I would be grateful to you, Mr. Commissiocner,
if the U.S. Component of the Commission would clarify

these matters for us.
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Attachment No. 5

COMMISSTIONER GRAYBEAT'S RESPONSE - QUESTIONS ON NOTIFICATION
April 23, 1974

1. Mi. Commissioner, at the SCC meeting of April 19,
1974, you raised certain gquestions regarding the manner in
which notification of certain dismantling or destruction
activities would be handled under U.S. proposed procedures
for reporting such activities which are in process and
those which have been completed. You cited specific examples
where with varying intervals between SCC sessions and
different times forfcompleting dismantling or destruction
activities, some dismantling or destruction actions could
be started and completed between successive SCC sessions,
others could continue in process over the period of two SCC
"sessions, and still others coula start during one interval

between SCC sessions and be completed in the next. Today

I would like to respond to the questions you have raised.

2, The situations you have described could exist;
however, they would be handled easily and simply in the

proposed notification procedures.

~ ~ SECRET
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3. Looking at both the U:S. and the Soviet version
of Paragraph 7.6 of the procedures for strategic offensive
arms, it will be noted that there is agreement that
notification of dismantling or destruction and replacement
activities "shall be given through the SCC twice annually,
reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular
session." The beginning of a SCC session is a fixed point
in time. Likewise, each launcher subject to the notification
igs in a precise status at that time, with dismantling or
destruction either in process oOr completed. No launcher

) -y could be in both categories at the same time.
i, Turning now to your questions:

(a) A launcher on which dismantling or destruction
action was started and completed between
successive SCC sessions would be included
only in the number completed since the last

report in the SCC.

(b) Where a launcher 1s in process of dismantling
or destruction over two SCC sessions, it would
be included at both sessions 1n the total number

in process.

SECRET

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2

o e e

e




Approved For Rgléase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435M860400010001-2

SECRET

-3=

(¢) If a launcher is in process of being.dismantled
or destroyed at the begihning of one session and
completed prior to the beginning of the next
éession, in the first report it would be included
with the number in process and in the second

report with the number completed.

In all cases, the notification would reflect the status
of the launchers as of the beginning of each regular SCC

session when the notification is made.

5. Mr. Commlssioner, each notification at the beginning
of a.SCC session wquld include the number of launchers on
which dismentling or destruction was in process at that point
in time and the number of launchers on which dismaﬁtling or
destruction had been completed.since the last report in the
SCC. We believe that this notification procedure provides
a simple and unambiguous method for providing a twice annual
accounting of the total number of launchers on each side on
which dismantling or destruction has been completed or is in

process. Of course, the cumulative number of launchers on
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which dismantling or destruction has been completed plus
the number in process of dismantling or destruction must
not be less than the number of replacement SLBM launchers
at any timé. I hope this explanation satisfactorily

answers the questions raised by the $oviet side.,

SECRET
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SCC
Session-II1
A~ 177

US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMLSSION

Meeting, April 19, 1974
Soviet Mission, Geneva

Persons Present:

Mr, Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov
Brig. Gen. Georgil Mr. Karpov
Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr. Yereskovsky
. Anderson Col, Belyanin
Lt. Col. Bartos Capt. Kuznetsov
Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter)
Mr. Long - Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter)
Lt., Cdr. Martin Capt. Korobchenkc
Mr. Smith (Military Interpreter)

Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter)

Commissioner Ustinov opened the meeting and said that
before giving the floor to Graybeal he would like To say a
few words. He delivered a brief prepared statement on the
exchange of the JDTs (Attachment. No. 1), and passed the
Russian texts to Graybeal (Attachments No. 2 and Ho. 3).

Commissioner Graybesl said that he was in full agreement
with Ustinov's comments, particularly concerning the usefulness
of the work which had been done under the supervision oif our
Ixecutive Secretaries and Deputy Commissioners, and with
respect to the status of the JDTs. The texts which our
Executive Secretaries had finished conforming yesterday, he
agreed, are to be considercd Joint Draft Texts "preliminarily
agreed by Commissioners' as of April 19, 1974, with the same
understanding Ustinov had noted; that is, there may be further
requirements for clarification and editorial work, and alco
"nothing is agreed until all is agreed." He then passed to
Ustinov copies of the English language versions of the two
Joint Draft Texts (Attachments No. 4 eand No. 5).

SECRINT/EXLIS
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General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and proceeded to
deliver a bvrief prepared statement concerning the task of

the SCC at this session (Attachment No. 6).

Mr., Graybeal said that the U.S. Component agreed with
Ustinov's remarks, and also considers that completion, to
the extent possible, of work on the substantive issues in
the JDTs to be the principal task at this session of the SCC.

Graybeal continued by noting that he would like to turn
to one of the areas in the JDTs containing bracketed language,
and present some considerations on the subject of notification.
He read his prepared comments on that subject (Attachment No. 7).

General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and said that the
statement of the U.S. Component, to which he had listened
very carefully, would also be very carefully studied. He
continued by delivering his own prepared statement on the
subject of notification (Attachment No. 8), inserting the
following comment between the 6th and 7th paragraphs: "By
way of comment on certain remarks in your statement, we are
speaking here not only of notification concerning the sinking
of submarinesg, but also of such U.S. proposals during SCC-IT
as notification concerning sea trials which will begin
during the next six months, and the predesignation of ship-
yards to be used for dismantling activities."

Mr., Graybeal said that Ustinov's comments would be
carefully studied, of course, but that he would like to
make a preliminary remark with respect to their substance.
A careful study, he said, of U,S, and Soviet statements on
this subject indicates that there is agreement that prioxr
notification is not reguired for adequate verification of
compliance with the provisions of the ABM Treaty and Interim
Agreement or with the proccdures now being worked out in the
SCC. He wanted to suggest again that the notification problem
and the procedures proposed by the U,S., side be considered on
their own merit, and that both sides carefully review the
considerations presented on the subject today with a view
to returning to it at an early date.

General Ustinov said he had no objection to such a
careful study and return to this subject, as the Soviet
side believes 1t to be one of the most important questions
on which the sides have differing points of view. Noting

SECRET/EXDIS
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Al
that he would like to continue discussion of this subject
today in order to clarify several points, he turned to a
prepared statement on notification concerning dismentling
and destruction activities in progress (Attachment No. 9).

Following the penultimate paragraph of his statement,
he noted that the additional examples he was referring to
included about ten which Capt. Kuznetsov had worked up "in

his spare time over the past few days."

Mr. Graybeal sald that Ustinov had ralsed several
interesting questions, and would probably fully understand
if Graybeal did not attempt to answer them here and now.
He said they would be studied and answered at a subsequent
meeting.

General Ustinov sald he had not expected answers today,
and agreed that we should return to this subject at a future
meeting.

Mr. Graybeal said he would like to address another
point which is the subject of differing views, and read
his prepared comments on 'modern'" SLBMs (Attachment No. 10),
passing to the Soviet side the two additions proposed by
the U.S. side as alternative additions to take the place
of the bracketed language in paragraph 1.2 of the Offensive
Arms Procedures (Attachment No. 11).

In presenting the two proposed variants for addition
to paragraph I.2, Graybeal said both of them were consistent
with the Interim Agreement and 1ts Protocol? and that either
of them would complete the definition of a "modern SLBM, "
making that definition independent of the type of submarine
on which SLBMs were installed. He concluded by stating that
if the Soviet side felt either or both of the proposed alter-
natives to be inadequate or incorrect, he would strongly urge
thet the Soviet side provide its own variant for consideration;
the objective here was to find some way to make the definition
complete and correct.

General Ustinov said he understood that Graybeal's state-
ment today meant the U,S. side had now proposed three
alternatives for inclusion in paragraph I1.2; the one which
was brackected in the Joint Draft Texts and the two which had
been presented today. Graybeal confirmed that to be the case.

SECRET/EXDIS
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Ustinov continued by saying that he would also like to
address the subject of this definition in paragraph 1.2,
and read a prepared statement (Attachment No. 12).

He closed by saying that he had listened attentively
to Graybeal's remarks and the new U.,S. proposals, which would
be carefully studied. He requested that the U.S, side take
his own statement of today into consideration in 1ts work on
this subject, and that we return to some detailed work on
the matter at a future mecting.

Mr.  Graybeal said the U,S., side would certainly study
Ustinov's considerations very carefully, but that he had to
differ on one point. Ustinov had saild that paragraph I.3
"answered the U.S. question." That paragraph deals with
"older ballistic missiles on diesel submarines.'" The point
under discussion here is the definition of a "modern SLBM,"
and paragraph 2 deals with missiles installed not on diesel
submarines but on nuclear-powered submarines. Therefore, in
Graybeal's opinion, paragraph 3 1s not an adequate substitute
for the U.S.-proposed addition to paragraph 2. He would have
to carefully review Ustinov's remarks, since possibly he had
not understood them in the proper context. He agreed that we
would return to this subject at a future meeting.

General Ustinov asked 1f the U.S., side had any further
matters to raise this morning.

Mr. Graybeal replied that i1t did not.

General Ustinov sald that this morning's meeting, which
had put some questions before us which we must work on, had
been productive and useful., He proposed that the next meeting
be set for Tuesday, April 23, at 11:00 a.m. at the U.S. Mission.

Mr, Graybeal accepted that proposal.

General Ustinov adjourned the meeting at 12:30 p.m.
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Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



. Approved For Rglgase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ90400010001-2-

SECRET/EXDIS
-5
Attachments:
1. Ustinov Statement on Exchange of JDTs
2. Russian Text, April 19, 1974 JDT (Offensive)
3. Russian Text, April 19, 1974 JDT (ABM)
4, English Text, April 19, 1974 JptT Offensive)
5. Inglish Text, April 19, 1974 JDT (ABM)
6. Ustinov Statement on Task of SCC-ITT
. Graybeal Comments on Notification
8. Ustinov Statement on Notification
9. Ustinov Statement on Notification of Dismantling in

Process

10. Graybeal Comments on
11.

Paragraph I.2
12, Ustinov Statement on

Drafted by AFPDeSimone:bjg

"Modern SLBMs"

U.5. Working Document -~ Offensive Procedures

Definition of "Modern SLBMs"

Approved by: SNGfégi;al
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T Attachment No. 1

USTINOV STATEMENT ON EXCHANGE OF JOINT DRAFT TEXTS
Aprii 19, 197k

Mr, Commissioner,

As reported to me by our Executive Secretary,
Mr. Yereskovsky, he and Col. FitzGerald yesterday
concluded the work of conforming the Russian and
Engliéh texts of the Protoccls and Procedures,
governing replacement, dismantling or destruction,
and notification thereof, for strategic offensive
arms and ABM systems, preliminarily agreed, reflecting

their state as of April 19, 1974.

"We note with pleasure the fruitful activity

in this regard by the Joint Working Group, headed by
‘the Executive Secretaries. In our opinion the work
which was carried out is beneficial in all respects.
In this connection, we proceed from the premise that
the texts which were prepared are working texts.' They
may be refined by us in the course of completing the
full texts of the Protocols and Proceduresg and are

subject to review and approval by the Governments.

Allow me to hand to you the Russian Joint Draft
Texts of the Protocols and Procedures. As I understand
can
it, we/consider them preliminarily agreed by Commis-

sioners, reflecting their state as of April 19, 1974.

SECRET
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CexperTHO Joint Draft Text
Preliminarily Agreed
by Commissioners
April 19, 1974

TEKCT COBMECTHOI'O NPOEKTH,
NPEABAPUTEIEHRO COILIACOB3H~
Hulyi 1PenCTaBUTEIIIMA -

iJ anpena Y74 17018

N0 CTOAHHAR KOHCYNBTATUBHAA KOuIICCUA

- IPOTOKOT
TIPOLENY P, PETYINPYWUVE BAJEHY, ZWOHTAX UMY YHUYTOZEHIE
il YBELOMAEHIE O HIX, AT CLEAZETITECRIE HACTYIIA TEJ bHLI
AEHI

B cooTBeTcTBUU C INOJOXECHUAMN U B OCylLecTIBienue BpeMeHHOI'O
coryamenusa uexny Cowsou CopeTcuux CONMANMCTUYGCHUX Pecrnylnun u
Coepuuennnyu liraTaMn AMEPUEN O HEKOTODHX Mepax © o0nacTu oI'pa-
HUYEHNS CTPATCTUYECKNX HACTYIATENBHLX BOODYWLECHUE 0T 26 uad
1972 Toma, llpoTonoma K HeMy, a Taxxe COIJIACOBAHHHX 38ABJCHUH B
cBA3KN ¢ aTuM CoTJlameHUeM yuyacTByMuNe 3 HUX CTOPOHH, B paMEax
[locTOAHHON KOHCYNBTATUDHON HOMUCCHUM, COTVACUINUCE O IPOLELypaX,
PEerynupyonuUY 38MEHY, AEMOIITAN Wl YHUUTOXEHUEe U VBEIOMIEHWe O
HUX, AJNA CTPATEeruYeCKUX HACTYIATENBHHX BOOPYy#e HWUN, OTPAHNYEHHHX
BTUM BpeMEHHMM COTJAWLEHYEM, KAK OHU CCOpMYyIUpoBali B IIPUIOHeHNY
K Hacrosueiry [IPOTOKOILY, KOTOpPOE ABIAETCHA HEOTHEMIEMON YaCTh 3T0~
o [IpoTOKONIA.

CTOpPOHE COTJIACUNUCD TAKNKE O CASLAYHUNX OOLUX DPYKOBOAALUX 10—
JNORCHUAX ¢

I. Mpunaraeusie IpolezypH NPUMEHSNTCH TONEBKO B OTHOWEHUH
CPELCTB, 32ifeHACMHX U AEMOHTUPYEMLX WIK YHUUTORAGMHX B COOTBET-
CTBUM C MONOHCHUAMYA BHUEYIOMAHYTOT'O BpeMEHHOTO COTJIALICHWA

2+ Jl002a 38MEHA MYyCKOBHX YCTAHOEOK MEXKOHTUHEHTANBHHA Oal-
NUCTNUECHUX paxeT (MBP) unv MOABOTHLX HOZOK C OAJINUCTUYECKUMEA
pakeTaMyu ¥ IyCHODHX YCTAHODOK CaNIUCTAYECCKAX PAKeT MNOABOZHEX JIO-
zox (BP II) ocywectnasercsi Ha ocHoBaunuyu Crareli Il u IY BpeueHHOTO:
coryaumeHusA, I[IPOTOKOJNA K HEMY, @ TAKEe CO0TBEeTcTBYylWux COIJiacOBaH-
HHX 3afBJEeHUI

CexpeTHO
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3. lIpoLczypy ZEeMOHTANA WUANW YHUUTOKECHUA Iy CKOBHX yCTAHODOK
MBP w oTHOCSILMXCSH K HUM COOPYMEHW, & TaKme LOIBOIHHX JOLOK C
CAJIUCTUUECKIMN PaKeTaMNI ¥ IYyCKOBHX ycTaHOBOK BP Il vOeclcuuBant
NpUBeCcHAEe WX B COCTORHUE, WCKINUANLEE BO3MORXHOCTD MCIHOIB30BAHUMN
WX ZJJA MycKOB cooTBeTcTmeHHO MBP umu BP III; o6CcHnedYnBanT BO3MON-
HOCTH OCHADPYHXCHUA NOBTOPHOTO DPA3BEPTHIAHUA AEMOHTUPOBAHHHX UIU
YHEUUTONCHHNX eZWUHNALl HALUOHANBHHMY TEXHUYECKUMU CPEICTBAMI; ABIA-
NTCA TaKUMHI, YTO BPEMA, HEOOXOLUMOE ZJA MOBTOPHOT'O PA3BEPTHBAHUA
BTUX CAUHNUL, He OO OH 3HAYUTENBHO MEHBlle, Uel BpeMs, HeOOXOonu-
MO€ ZJIST HOBOI'O CTPOUTENLCTBA; & TAKEe UCKINUANT HEOIPSBLANHHE
3A7CPWKN B JCMOHTAME WY YHUUTOHEHUU;

4. JlpouenypH ACeMONTARE WIM YHUUYTOMECHUA QOPMYIUPYOTCH OTHAEHAH-—
HO ZJS HE3AWMLCHHHX K A MBXTHHX I[IyCKOBLHX YCTAHOBOK MBP HaszewHoIo
0asupoBanNs, 2 TAKEE OIA NOABONHLX JOAOK C OAJJIUCTUYECHKUMU pPaKe-
TaMil ¥ NyCcKoBuX ycranonox BP II;

5. Ilpoueaypy 3aMEHL 1 [EeMOHTAXA WY YHUUTOXEHUA 00eCIeulBanT
BO3MOWHOCTE COOTBETCTBYNETO KOHTPOJA HALMOHAJBHHMA TEXHUYECHUMU
cpezcTBAMY B COOTBETCTBUN CO (CraTheli ¥ BpeCMCHHOI'O COIJIAllCHUA;

©. locie 7eMOHTAKa WM YHUUTOHCHUSA, TPOBELEHHOI'O0 B COOTHET-
CTBUW C mpumaraeMuMu Ilpouezypamu, COOPYHEHWUA, OCTAWLUECA HA cTap-
TOBLHX MNO3UUUAX iIbP Ha3eMHOT'0 033UPOBAHNUA, 2 T3LKE TOLDBOLHEHE JOLKU
MOTYT IO ycuoTpeHNH CTOPOH UCHOJNL30BATHCA AJAA Leneil, He IPOTUBO-
pevaunux MONOMCHUAM BPeMEHHOI'0 coIlialeHus U IIpOTOKONA K HEMY;

- /77. ToCPCACTBOM COOTBETCTBYWUNAX NPOLEAyp CTOPOHE YBEZOMIANT
LPYT ZADYyTa O KOMUUECTBE JGMOHTUPOBAHHHX UNM YHUUTOMGHHHX IIYCKOEBLX

_YCTAHOBOK, 8 TaKke O KOMMUYECTBE TAKUX IIyCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK, UCIIOJL-

30BAHHHX JJIf 3aMEH; M~72

s HOCpOﬂCTBOM CBOEBPEMEHHHX I COOTBETCTIBYNUIX TIPOUCAYD
CTOpPOHH YBELOMIANT APYI ZPyra O KOMUYECTBE U TUMNE LEMOHTUDYEMLIX
NN yHUUYTOMACHLIX IIYCKOBHX JCTAUOBOK, 4 TAKKE O KOJUUECTBE IIyCKO-
BHX YCTAHOBOK, MPEZHA3HAUYECHILX B KAUCCTBC 3aMCHL, m_7I

CexperHO
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8. KOJMUUCCTBO NOABOLHLX JIOZOK C CANIMCTHYCCKUMU DAKeTaMu,
OZHOBPEMEHHO HAXOZAWUNXCHA B NOCTPOfiKe 1 NpeAHA3HAUSHHHX B Kaue-
CTRC 3AaMeHE, ¢ OyZeT TMPEeBLAaTh KOJYYeCTBA, COBMECTHMOI'O C HOp-
MAJBHHM TPAUKOM CTDOMTENHCTBA. [I0Z HOPMAJBHHEM TDAQUAKOM CTPOU-
TEJABCTBA IOHTMACTCH Tpa@uK, COBMECTMMHIT ¢ IPOMJON MIW HHBEWHEeH
NPAKTUKOll CTPOUTENBCTRE ¥ KANZOH u3 CTODPOH.

Hacroamuil [IpoToKON u npunaracute [Ipolezyph BCTYIAKNT B CULY
C MOMEHTa NOZNUCAHUA NAHHOI'O [[poTOXO0Ja U OCTANTCA B cUjJle HA Ie-
puoz ZeiicTBYA BLUEYTIOMAHY TOTO BpeMeHHOI'0 coryameHusa, u I[oCcTOosH-
1851 KOHCYJIBTATUBHAA KOMUCCUA MOXET II0 CBOEMY YCMOTPEHUN BHOCUTDH
B HEIX TOTIPABKH.

| CoBepueno Toza B ropoze MeHeBe B ABYX BSK3EM-
[IFIpaX, LKaxAUii Ha PYCCKOM U 8HITIUMCHKOM A3HKAX, IpuUYeM 003 TEKCTE
- MMENT ONUHAKOBYH CUILY e

[lpecTaBUT b llpezncraBUTEnD
Cowsa CopeTcrUX COLMANUCTUYECKUX CoepunueHHNX lITaTOB
Peconyonuk ' MEpUKU

llpenyoue e aMepUuEAHCKOl CTOPOHL.
llpeanoxeHue COBETCKON CTOPOHL.

N H

CexpeTHO
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[ PVIIOK B HIE

NOCTOAHHAA KOHCYJIBTATURHAA KOuW1CCUA

NPOUELYPH, PEILVIUPYRONUE 3AMEHY, NLMOHTAX LTI
YHUUTOKEHNE 1 YBELOJIEHIE 0 HUK, AJd CTPATEIMYLCRIX
HACTYIATEIBHEYX BOOPYAEHIY

I. QOmue

I. [im7 3aMeHH HA IIyCKOBHE YCTAHOBKU OAJMIUCTUUECKUX PAKET
COBPEMEGHINK ATOMHHX TOLBOLHLX JOLOK, B Ipelelax YpPOBHel, ycTa-
HOBJIGHHMX 7NA Kaxznofi u3 CTOpPOH, MOIYT WUCIOJNB30BATELCHA Iy CLOBHE
YCTAHOBKY MCHKOHTUHEHTAJBHHX OaJAUCTUYCCKUX paxeT (MBEP) HA3euHO-
0 Ga3UpOBAHUA CTApHX TUNOB, PABBEPHYTHX 70 IYO4 Toza, IyCKOBLC
YCTAHOBKN OAUIIKCTUUCCENX PAKET JICHX aTOMHHX MOZBOIHHX JOZOHK, &

- TaKie IyCHOBLE YCTAaHOBEN COBPCMCHHLX 0aNINCTNUECHUX PAKET AU3END-

HHX TOZBOLHLX JOZOK.

2. CODDPEMCHHHMA G3INUCTHUYECKUMA DAKETAMA NOABOZHHY JIOZLOK
cunTanrca: ana CoepuHeHHMX LT3T0B -~ paKeTH, YCTAHOBJICHNME HA
BCEX aTOMHHX IMOABOLHEX JIOZKAX, a IJasd CoBeTcKoro (Cow3a — pPAKETH
TOTO TUMA, KOTOPHE yCTAHOBIGHH HA ATOMHHX HOZBOAHHY JOZKAX,
BBELEHLNX B G0eBoli cncran mocne I966 roza. / B ZONONHEHUS K
STOMY COBDEMEHHHMEU GaNAUCTIYCCKUMUI PAKeTaM! TMOABOAHHX JOLOK CUU~
TANTCA BCe CaJNMCTUYECHUE PAKETH MOIBOAHHX JIOZOK, BICPBHE WCIE-
TAHHHCG Hocse IO0H rozna._]I

3+ IIyCKOBLE YCTRHOBKU CTADLX OAJJIMCTUUECHUX PAKET HA A43CJb~
HLX TOZBOZHHX JIOLKAX HE MODYT WUCHONL30BATHCA LJA LEeJell 3aleHH,
Mpey CMOTPeHHEX [IPOTOKOJION K BpeMEHHOMY COTJMaMlCHUN 0 HEKOLOPHX
Mepax B 00nacTH OTpaHlyeHUfd CTPATETNYECHRUX HACTYNATENBHEHX BOODY-—
WEHM

4, JeMOHTAH WM YHUUTOMECHNIE 38MEHFAEMLIX IIyCHKOBHX YCTAHOBOK
HayuHaeTcs He TO3ZHee JATH HAUAJA MOPEXOZHHX WCHLTAHUE TOABOZHOW
JNOIKN, INpemTH33HAUCHHO! B KAYECTBE B3AaMEeHH. HauyajoM JeMOHTaua WX
YHUUTOKEeNA MIyCKOBOR ycranonru MBP fBifeTCaA HAYAJO BLHIIOJNHCHUA

CeHKpeTHO
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A060T0 U3 MEpONpPUATHH, YKA3AHHLX HUEe B paszele M. Hauamou me-
MOHTAXA WM YHAUTOREHMA I[OABOLNOL JMOZAKW ¢ CAJIMCTUYCCHUMU paxe-—
TaMU JUC0 Iy CkOBOIH yeTaHoBKU BP Il ABAAGTCH HAYAJO BHIIOMHEHI
A000T0 13 MepoﬁpMHTMﬁ, VKa3aHHLX HUKe B pasgernc e

D« Hauauom MOpPEeXOZHHX KCIHNTANIUf NOLBOLHON JNOLKK ¢ CANINCTU~
YECKUMY paKeTauMu, TPCZHA3HAUEHHONI B KAUECTBE 3aiMeHH, ABAASTCH
ZaTa, Korja TAaKaf [OZBOLHAA JOAKA BIEPDHE COBEpUAET [JIABAIUIEe
CBOUM XOZOM BHE IaBaHU WM [IOpTA, I'Le IPOUSBOAUINCE INOCTPOuKA
I OCHAallCHNE TOABOILHON JIOZKWU.

/6. JBemouneHUEe O NPOU3BEHCHHOM IEMOHTANE hyCHOBmx yCT3HO~
BOK MBP ¥ NIYCKOBHX YyCTAHOBOK CANNUCTUYECKNX PAKET 3aMEHACMHX
NOABOAHMX JOLOK IIPOU3BOAUTCA Uepe3 I[IOCTOAHHYI KOHCYMBULaTUBHYD
HOMUCCUO ZB& pasa B TOZ [0 COCTOSHUN HA HAYAJO OYEPELHON pery-
IApHOI ceccuu KomMucCHi. YBEAOMICHUE MONKHO COZEP#ATH CBELEHUS 38
UCTEeHlee IMONYyrozlle O KOJMUECIBE LEeMOHTHUPOBAHHHEX Iy CKOBHX ¥yCTaHO-
BOK MBP 1 CannucTUueCKUX paKeT 3aMeHAEUHX TOZBONHHX JOAOK ¥ KOJU-
YEeCTBEC TAKNX IIyCKOBHX YCT3HOBOK, WCIOJB30BAHHLX 34 3TOT ICPUOZ
IJisl 32MEHH HA IIYCKOBHE YCTAHOBKU COBPEMEHHHX IMOABOIHHX noaox;72

/6. JBEIOMIGHUE O MEPCIPUATUAX [0 JCMOHTAKY WM YHUYTONGHIO
1 3ameHe npoussozurcsa uepes IIKK ZBa pasa B I'0ZL [0 COCTOAHUK HA
HAYAJO OUCPCLHON perynfApHOK cecCli. B yBEAOMICHUW YHKA3HBAWTCHS

8) B oTHOWEHUU IIyCKOBLX yCTAHOBDOK iBP, pasBepHYTLX X0
1964 roza, U IYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK OalUCTUYECKUIX PAKET CTApLX I0Z~-
BOAHHX JIOZLOK = KOJMUYECTBO W TUI IIYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK (WAXTHAS
IycKoBaA yCTAaHOBHKA MbP, HesauumeHHAA IIyCKOBAA yCTaHOBKA MBI uau
nycKoBas ycraHonxa BP [Ul), HR KOTOPHX AEMOHTAX WK YHUUTONEHUE
HAXOAATCA B CTAZUU OCYUECIBJIIEHMA, 8 TaKie KOJUUYECTBO U TUIl IIyCKO-
BHX YCTAHOBOK, HA KOTOPHX CO BPCMEHU MOCICHHETO YBCAOMIEHUS,
npezcrasnesuoro B [IKK, MepoupuaTua IO ZBMOHTANY WIN YHUYTONEHUD
OBl 32BEPUEHH .

CexpeTHO
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D) B oTHOWEHUN IIyCKOBLX yCTAHOBOK BP IIl, Npefld3HAYCHHLY
B KauyecTBE 3aMEHH,—~ UX KOJUUECTBO HA NOABOAHHX JOZKAX, KOTOPHE
HAUUYT MOPEXOZHHE WCHHTAHNS B Tedyelle CHCAYDLEer0 WeCTUMecsunoro
IePUOZAa, & TAKKEe UX KONAYECTBO HA IOABOJHEX JOAKAX, J4aUaBUNX
MOPEXOZHIIC WCIHTAHUA CO BPEMEIU NOCJICLHET0 yBeZOMIeHUd, Ipemn-
crapucizoro s IKK. 71

7. Eamzaa CTOpOHA MOXCT HA A0CDPOBOJBHON OCHOEE IONOJHATH
YBEAOMICHUST NPYTUMA CBELCHUAMUI, €CJU OHA COYTET, UTO OHU HEOOXO~
IUMH 7717 OCECIEUEHUST YBEPEHHOCTN B BHIOJHEHNUU NPUHATHX MO Bpe-
MEHHOMY COIVIaueHWI0 00A32TENhCTB.

II. [IpoLezyph ZMEMOHTANA MM VHUUYTOHEHUS IIY CKOBLX YCT2HOBOK MEP
HAB3EeMHOT'0 02a3MpOBAHNA, BAMEHACKNX IYCKOBHMI VCTAaHODKAMKU BP I

I. Bo Bcex cayuasax IIpy NPOLDCAeHUN AcMOHTAXA WIWN YHUUTOHGHUNI
BHIIONHADTCHA CJeAyWLile MEPONPUATU:

8) YZAJEHUE CO CTApPTOBON MO3MIIMH 3AMN&CA DPAKET U MY LOMIOHEH-
TOB, TOJOBHHX UYaCTel U NOABUWHOTO OCOPYAOBAHYA;

D) zAcMOHTAZ CTAILUOHAPHOTO IYyCKOBOTC 0COPYZOBAHUA, BCELO _
IO BEMIO~TPAHCIIOPTHOTO 00OPYZO0BAHUA U 33I11PAaBOYHOTO 000pymOBaHNA,
/ HAXOZAWETOCA HA CTApTOBOM MOBULUYA JNCO CBA3IAHHOTO C neft 7+
/TCBSIBAHHOTO C IyCKOBOI YCTAHOBKOV W HAXOAANETOCH HA CTAPTOBOH
HOBMHMM_72, a TaKme yIaJeHhe BCEI'0 LCMOHTUPOBAHHOI'O OCOPYAOBAHUA
CO CTApTOBOM NOBUINU. IIOZ IYCHKOBHM OCODPYZAOBARHWEHM IOHUMAWTCHA CU-
CTEMb, KOMIIOHEHTH 1 NPUCODPH, HEOOXOZUMBE AJA NPOBELCHUM Iy CKA
PAKETH.

2« B OTHOWGHUN HE3AWUMEHHLX CTAPTOBHX NO3ULWL B LOMONHEHUIE K
MEpPOTIPUATHAM, NEePEUNCICHHHM B NYHKTE I, OCYUECTBIANTCA Clenyoune
MEDOIIPUATUSA 2

a) /= MeoTa YCTANOBKN IIyCHOBOT'O YCTPOMCTBA WUJIM CTApTOBHE
nﬂomaﬂﬂn_7 [/ yUACTKM CTAPTOBHX IUIOWAZOK ZAMUAMETDOM IO MEHBUE i
Mepe B 30 METPOB C LEHTDPOM, HAXOIAWUMCH HA CTADPTOBOL cmone_7I
M OYHKTH (GYuKEDH) YUPABIEHAA [yCKOM DAKET IPUBOAATCH B HCHPUDOI-
HOE MJA UCTOIB30BANNA COCTOAHUG NYTCHM ICMOHTANA WIM DPA3DPYUCHUS

CeKxpeTHO
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D) eMKOCTU ZJIA XPAHCIUT TOIMUDA AEMUHTUPYOTCHA U YAALANICA
CO CTApPTOBOL IO3ULNK,

c) COJOMKVM MGGT yCTAHOBKN JIyCKODHX yCTPOMCTB WUNI CTAPTOBHX
NAOWAZNOK, NYHKTOB (O6YyHKEPOD) YNPABJICHUSA INIYyCKOM PAKET U QYIZAMEH-
TH eMKOCTEH ANA XpaHeHUA TOIUIUBA MOIYT OMTH YHAAJCHM, 3 MO HCTE—
YEHMN LIGCTH MecdlleB MecTa, IZe OHU HaXOAWIUCH, #O0TyT OHTDH 34CL~
NanLl 3eMNEHis '

3. B oTHOWEHYN WAXTHHX CTAPTOBLX MO3ULNH, B AOMNOJHCHUE K
MEPOTIPUATUAM, [EPCUUCICHHHM B NYIKTe I, OCYWECTIBAANTCA CIEAYN-
e MCPONPUATAA:

8) B3AUUTHHE KpHli WAXT, PENBCH 3AWUTHHX KPHI, I'8300TLBOJHHE
KQHAJN I WaXTHHE CTaKaHH / OTOJNOBKYA WaxT, a TaKwe CYyHKEpH yIpas-
JIeHUS nyolcomj'I IEMOHTUPYOTCS WIM YHUUTOHANTCH. [ eMOHTUPOBAHHEE
KOMITOHEHTH YAAJMOTCA CO CTapTOBOL [O3ULNN;,

D) nocie NPOBEAEHUsA UEPONPUATUL, NPEAYCMOTPEHHHX Bhile B

poAnyuHETe Ya'f, maxTa OCTABIACTCHA OTKPHTON B TeueHUe WECTH MECA-

eB, Nocie 4ero / MOEGT OHTE SacmnaHa_72 ZfsaounaeToﬂ_7I seune s

/4. Tlocie OCYMECTBIEHUA LEMOHTANA UIM YHUUTOWEHUS B COOTBET—
CTBUU C BLUEYKA3AHHHIMI IIPOLEAYPAMU COOPYXEHUA, OCTAUIUECT HA
CTAPTOBLHX no3uuuax MBP, He MOIYT WCHONB30BATHCH KAK [JA XPAHEHU,
0CCJyZUBAHUA WNIU TycKA MBP, TAK U AJA XpaHeHUs WIN OOCHyRNBAHUILA
Iy CKOBHX YCTAHOBOK, KOTOpPHE MOILYT OHTH UCIOJB30BAHH LJIA IyCHA
MBP, #0 MOIYyT II0 yCMOTPEHWU CTOPOH VCIONL30BATHECA M ZAPYyTUX
nencit, He INPOTUBOpPEYAUUX TOJOXEHUAM BPEMEHHOT'O COIVIAMEHUA U
[[poToOKONIAa K Hemy._]I

e JlcMOHTAX WU yHUUTOXCHUE 3AMEHASMHX IIYCHKOBHX YCTAHOBOK

MBEP saBepuacTcs He MO3HE, UEM UEpe3 UYETHpe Mecsdlla Tocie Hayaja

MOPEXOAHHX WMCTLTAHUL TOLBOZHON NOAKIN, TpPEHABHAUCGHHOR B KAUCCIBE
3aMEHH S

CexpeTHO
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[l. [poleHYpH ZIEMOHTAHKA NN YIMUTOMSHUS MOABOAULX JOMOK C OJIIi-
CTUUECHUMA DAXeTaMl ¥ IIVCKOBHX YCT2HOBOK BP I, 3aMEeHfIEeMHX
HOBLME TOZABOMHEMI JOAKAMM ¢ O2NIUCTUYCCHRUMI PaKeTaMy I
Iy CKOBHMU VceTaHOBKAMIT B I

I. I7°7eMOHTaNA UMY YHUUTOHCHUA HNOLBOAHHX JOAOK C OalId-
CTUYECKUMI pAKEeTaMy ¥ NYCKOBHX ycTaHoBoX EP [l npuerieMbMi ABIA-
0TCH CIEeLyomUe MpoLenypr, 43 KOTOPHX HKaxzad u3 CTopoH MOKET AeJATh
BLOOp:

a) 3aTOIUIEHUE MNOABOAHOI JNOZKI BMECTE C €6 IIyCKOBHMHU yCTaHOB-
KaMI B MEeXIyHapOANHX BOLAX IJIyOuHoU He Mence 2000 MeTpoB;

/ Korza wsbupaeTcs 5TA NpOIEAypa YHWUTOHEGHHA MOABOZHON JOTKM C
CaJINCTUUECKAMY paKeTaMu, Apyras CTOPOHA YBEAOMIFACTCA O BPEMEHU
1 MEeCcTe 3alJaHUPOBAHHOIO YHUUTOWEHMT, N0 MEHBUEH Mepe 33 OAUNH
MecAl A0 3alaHUPNBAHHOTO YHUUTOMCHUs, _7I

D) mnpespaumeHne B METAJNOJOM IOZ OTKPETHM HeGOM TOZBOAHOM
JNOIKY 1 ¢e IYyCKOBHX yCTAaHOBOK / HA 3apaHee yKasaHHHX Bep@a&;7l.
[IpeBpaueHe B METAIIONOM TIPEXLYCMATPUBAET KAMUTEIBHYW PAa3COPKY;

C) yrajeHule NOZX OTKPHTHM HEOOM DPAKETHOTO OTCEKA INOLLOZAHOI
NOAKKM / HA 33apaHee YHABAHHHX B@p@HX_7I :

/~d) cusiTye IIyCKOBHX WAXT UAW Cpe3Ka BepXHell uYacTi WaxT
BMECTG C HaZCTPOWKON HaZz HMMM;_72

/7€) mnsa  nozBOLHHX MOZoK “miacca -H" GyAyT NpuUiEeHATEHCA
clenypiiie MPOUCAYPH: CHATHAC Iy CKOBLX MAXT IIOZ OTKDPHTHM HEOOM HA
3apaHECG YKa3aHHHY BepdAaX. CTOPOHH COIVIACOBLIBANT, KaKUe BephOu HUc-
[ONB3YNTCA AJIA AEMOHTAXS MNOIBOLHHX JIOLOK ¢ OCAJIACTUUCCHUMU paKe-—
TaAMLe

I) ByzeT cHATA BCA YACTh HAACTPOLKEN (BHINOUAA OTpaAXLEHUe
pyOKi4) U JEerKOIr'0 KOpIyca Hal pPAaKeTHLIM OTCEHOM MOABOLHON JIOLKWU.

2) ByzeT cHATa TA yYacTh IPOYHOI'O KOPIyca paKeTHOTO OTCeKa
(Bepxuasa oCWUBKA KOpIyca U CEI'MeHTH WIEAT0YyTa), B KOTOpPOW HAXO-
AATCA BCC BHXOZAH PaKETHMX IyCKOBHX WAXT, & TaKie OYyAYT CHATL
PAKE THHE IIy CKOBLIE WAXTH.,

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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3) IIpouHHil KOPHUyC ¥ JCGIKWUL KOPIyC 38TEM MOTYT OHTE BOC—
CTAHOBMNCGHLN NUUL [yTeM BBAPMUBALUSA HODLX CEKUUW, HE UMCHLUX BhH-
XOZ0OB Iy CKOBHX MAXTe.

4) Hu HazmcTpolika, HU OTpANZeHHe PyOKU He OyAyT BOCCTAHOBIE-
Hil H87 TOil YacThld MOABOZHOL JOAKW, C KOTOPOi OHJIN CHATH IyCHO-
BHE maxmu._7I

2. Jnboe w3 yKa3aHHHX BLlle MEpPONPUATU{ 38BepUaecTCA HEe TMO3AC,
yeM uepes MEeCTh MeCALEeB IOCHe HAayala JOPEeXOMHHX WUCILTAHUL IOZ-~
BOZHOII MOZKK, TpeZHA3HAUCHHON B KAUECTBE 3aMEHH.

3. [pu mw6oM U3 BAPUAHTOD IEMOHTAXa JNKNM Iy CKOBHX WaXT
0CTANTCH OTHPHTHMU B TeUeHIe BCCI'O NMEepUoZa ZEeMOHTAXa, & paKeTH U
000pyAOBAHUE [JA [yCHKA pAKET YZAJIANTCH.

I¥. Dpolenyph 3aMeHH INOLBOAHON MOAKKM ¢ OCANJUCTUUCCHKUMU paKeTaMi,

NoTuceli B MOpe WAW TOJVUMBLCH NOBPeHIcHUe, WUCKINY3AKIEE

PEMOHT

B ToM ciyuae, ecad IOABOZHAA JOAKA ¢ CAlIUCTUUECHUMU paAKEeTaMU
IUOHET B MOpe WU IMOJNyUaeT [OBPERAEHUC, UCKINUYADIEE PEMOHT, TO
TAKAA [OABOZAHAA JOLKA MOMeT OWLTH 3aMeHeHa ApPYyIrofi IOLBOJNHOW JOL-
KOl ¢ GanJuCTUUECKUMU pAKeTauil B COOTBETCTBUN C HILKECISHYINAM

a) zpyras CTOpOHA YBEAOMIAETCA 4cpes I[IOCTOAHHYN KOHCYIBTA-
TUBHYO KOMUCCHUI O THOENU Wil NOBPERACHUN;

D) KOAMYECTBO MyCKOBHX yCTAHOBOX HAa NOABOZHON JOZLE ¢ Gasl-
AUCTUYCCKAMN paKeTaMu, MpejHABHAUEHHON B KAUECTBE 3aMEHH, HE
NPUBOAUT K MPEeBHUEHNN OCUeT0 KOJUYECTHBa Iy CKOBHX yYCTaHOBOK, pas-

pellelHOTO BpeMeHHHN COTVIAlleHUEM U [IPOTOKONOM K HeMy; U

¢) TMOBpE#NleHHAA MNOLBOAHAA JOAKA C CAANUCTAUESCKUMUI pPaKeTaAMU
NEeMOHTUDYyEeTCH WIN YHUYTOXACTCSI B COOTBETCTBUM ¢ paszelioM li Ha-
CTOAMUX [IpoLEAYD . '

CexperTHDO
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CexpeTHO Attachment No. 3

Joint Draft Text
Preliminarily Agreed
by Commissioners
April 19, 1974
TexreT DOBMECTHOID [IDOEKTA,
HOPEIREDHUTEIPHO COTNACOBAH
Hrlf IIpeICTA B To Aamn
LJ anpedis iv/4 Ioxa

NOCTOAHHAR KOHCYIDTATHEHAR KOMUCCIs
IPOTOK O
NPOUSLY Pbl, PETYIMPYOWIE 3AuEHY , NEMOHTAK WIN YHUYTORGHIE
0 Y ssJOWIERAE O HIK, U5t CUCTEM [P0 U UX xOlOHZHTOSR

B coorseTCTBMM C NONOKEGHUANMM U B OCYWECTBJICHUE JOTOBOPA
mexny Cownsom CoBeTcHux COUMANNCTUUCCKUX PecHySanx u CoenuHEHHL-
mu lraramu Avepury 06 OTPAHWYEHUE CUCTEM IIPOTUBOPAKETHOR 060pPO—~
HH OT 26 Mas I972 roza u COoryiacOBaHHHX 34ABICHUA B CBASH C B5TUM
JOTOBODPOM yyacTBywmMue B HEM CTopoHH, B pamrax I1oCTORHHOH KOHCYIEL-
TATUBHOX KOMUCCUY, COTVIGCUIMCD: O NPOLEAypPaX, PETyIUPYOLUX SaMeHy,
ACMOHTaN WIN YHUUTOXGHUE U YBEAOMICHUE O HUX, ZJia cuctem PO n
VX HOMIIOHGHTOB, OIPAHVYGHHHX 8TuM [OTOBOPOM, KAK OHU CQOPMyIMPOBRA--
HE B [lpunogenun ¥ Hacrosduemy lIDOTOKONY, KOTODOE ABAACTCHA HEOTHEM—
n610ft vacTeo aToro lporoxoma.

CTOpPOHH COTVACHUNNCE TaKKE O CICIYyOLNX O0UUX DPYKOBOASIUX
NONOKEHUAX S

I. lpunaraeuse llpouenypy NpUMEHANTCA TONBKO B OTHOWEHWY CHCTEM
VI NX KOMIIOHEHTOB, 38MEHSCMHX M AEMOHTUPYEMHX WM YHUUTOXACMbX
B COOTBETCTBUN C IOJOKCHUAMM BHUCYIOMAHYTOTO JOI0BOPA;

2. Jooasa samena cucTem [P0 unn UX KOMIOHEHTOB OCYWEeCTBIACTCH
Ha ocHOBaHuu CTaTeu Yl BRHWCynmoMasyTOTO LOTOBOpa, a TAKKE COOT—
BETCIBywUXx COTNIACOBAHHLHX 3aABICHUI; ZEMOHTAX WIN YHUUTOKCHUE
cucreM [P0 miu X KOMIIOHGHTOB GBCPX KONWYECTB UM BHE palioHOB,
onpezeneiHux /L0roBOpoOM, OCYLECTBIACTCH HA OCHOBAHUN CTaTem Vil

BEHUEYIOMAHYTOT'O JO0r0BOPa ¥ COOTBETCTBYNNUX COTNACOBAHHEX 3aABJIG-
HU;

CexpeTHO _
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3. liponezaypn zeMoHTaxa HJIM YHUUTOXCHUA CUCTEM PO mnum mx
KOMIOHCHTOB, CBf3aHHHE C OCyWecTBjeHMeM mojoxeHuii Crarem Yl
B OTHOLEHMUN 34MEHH BTHUX CUCTEM WIM UX KoMIoHeHTOB M CTarmu Yl
BHUEYIOMAHYTOTO JOT0BOPS, 00ECIEYMBANT INPUBEACHUE 3TUX CUCTEM
UNU VX KOMIIOHEHTOB, & TaK®e OTHOCAWUXCA K 3THUNM KOMIOHEHTaM
COOPYKEHUI, 38 UCKINUYCHNUCM COOPYXEHNUN HA MUCIHHTATEJIbHHX NOJU-
TOHaX, B COCTOAHNE, MCHINOUaNLEE BOSMOXHOCTDL MCHONB30BAHUA UX
B nensax HPO; ofecrneunBanT BO3MOXHOCTE OOCHAPYXEHNA HAUUOHANB—
HHMM TEXHHUECKUMU CPEnCTBaMU TOBTOPHOT'O Pa3BEPTHBAHUA ZECMOHTU-
POBAHHHX WU YHUUTOKESHHHX EIVHNL; SABIAKNTCHA TaKUMU, UTO BPEMA,
HEOOXOAUMOE IJA TOBTOPHOI'O Pa3BCPTLIBAHMA 9TUX EANHNL, HE OHIO
O BHAUWTEJBHO MEHBUWE, UCM BpEMA, HCOOXOZUWOE ZANA HOBOTO
CTPOUTENECTBA; a TaKxe MNCKI0YanT HEONPaBIAHHHE 3aZCPHHEN B
NEMOHTaxe WUIN yHUUTOXEHUN;

4. LlponeaypH 3aMEHH U JeMOHTaxa WIN YHUUITOKE HUA QOPMYIAUPYT-—
CA OTZENBHO IJfA Ha3EMHHX U WAXTHHX [IYCKOBHX YCTaHOBOK MPOTU-
BOpaKeT W A7 DAZUONOKALUUOHHMNX cTaHuuit PO;

5. Hpouepypu 3aMeHH X ICMOHTaxa UJAM YyHUUTOREHUA 00ECCIEul-
BaNT BO3MOXHOCTE COOTBETCTBYWWEIO KOHTDPONA HAUMOHANBHEMN TEXHU-
YECKUMI CPCACTBAMU B COOTseTCTEUM cO CTaTnedl Xl BHmeynouNfaHYTO-
7o llorosopa;

6. [locne geMmoHTaxa WUAN YHUYTOKGHUA, INPOBELECHHOI'O B COOT-
BETCTBUN C Ipwiaraemumi llponezypami, COOPYXGHUA, OCTawuuecH
Ha cTaproBux nosuuuax PO uay Ha NOBUUMAX PAZUONOKAUUOHHHX CTgH-
nuit 1PO, moryr no ycmoTpcHuw CTOPOH WUCHONB308ATLCA 4A Leneil,
HE NPOTUBOPEUALUX IONOKEHUAM BHUEYIOMAHyTOTO [JOTroBOpa X COOT—
BETC IBYyWUMX COINaCOBAHHLX 3a&fBJCHUN; U

/7. llocpezcTBoM COOTSETCTBYOWUX NpoUeAyp CTOPOHEH yBEAOM-—
AAK0T ZPYyT APyra O KOJMUECTBE ACMOHTUDPOBAHHHX WM YHAUTOXKECH-
HHX IIyCKOBLIX YCTAHOBOK IMPOTUBOPAKET U PaiMOJOKALMOHHHX CTaHIU
[IPO, 4 TaKxe O KOJAUYECTBC MYCKOBHX YyCTAHOBOK NPOTUBOPAKET U
paznoyioKauuoHHnX cTanuuit PO, ucnonn30BaHHELX AJIA 3aMEHb./ 2

CexperTHoO
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/7. llocpeacTBOM CBOEBPEMEHHHX M COOTBETCTBYOUMX MPOLELYP
CTOPOHH yBEZOMJAANT APYT APyra O KOIMUECTBE n TUNE (Ha3eMHAA
VI WAXTHAA) NEMOFTUPYEMHX MIU YyHUUTOXAEMHX IIYCKOBLA YCTSHOBOK
IPOTUBOPAKET U O KONNUECTBE ZEMOHTUDYEMBX WIKM YHUUTOXKAEMBX
panuonoxkamyoEinx cTanunit [P0, a Takxc 0 KOITUUECTBe MYCKOBHX
YyCTAHOBOK MPOTUBODPAKET Y DPAZNVOMOKANVOHHNX CTaHIM [P0, mpenHaz-
HEUGHHHY. B KQUECTBE 3aMCHH,./

Hacrosmuit llpoToxon n npumaraemue [ponenyps BCTYNANT B CULY
C MOMEHT&a noznucaHusg AaHHOTO IIPOTOKONA U OCTANTCH B CUJIE HA
Nepuoz AeiCcTBUA BHUECYIOMAHYTOIO lloroopa, u IloCTOAHHAA KOHCYAb-
TQTUBHEA KOMUCCHfl MOXECT II0 CBOGMY YCLIOTPEHMI BHOCUTE B HUX
TIONIPaBKU.

CoBepmeHo roza B ropoze ieHeBe B IBYX
SK3CMIIApax, KaxZHil HA DPyCCHOM U QHDIUACKOM f3NKax, IIpHUEM

) 00a TEKCTa NMENT OANHAKOBYHD CUJY.

lipepcraBuTens [Ipencrazureas
Consa CoBeTCKUX COUUANUCTUYCCKUX CoecpuHeHELX liTaToB
PecnyGaux ~ Auepurn

I lIpennmoxeHNE aMEepPUKAHCKON CTODOHH,.

2 [peZnOKGHUE COBETCKOM CTODOHH,

CeKpeTHO
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CexpeTHDO

NPUTOKEHIE

LUCTORHHAS KOHCYABLTATHBHAS KOMICCHS
HPOHbﬂNPm PEIYNUEYOUAE AuwOUTAK VI YHUYTOREHUE U
ybﬁﬂO LIEHIE O HUIX, s CUCIEM IIPO W MX ROMIOHEHTCB

I. IyCROBLIC YyCTAHOBKW IIPOTVBOPAKET HA UCIIHTATEILHEX
TTOJIMTOHAX CBEPX VCTAHOBJEHHLX HOANUECTH

I. Hasewmire NyCcKOBHEC yCTAHOBKM ¥ OTHOCAWEGECH K HUM 0GOPYZO-
BAHUE YA&NAOTCH CO CTAPTOBHX 103U, & BCA YaCTh CTAPTOBOW IJIO-
ALK, 3anUMacMasd CTOWKOJ IyCKOBOW yCTaHOBKU U apMaTypofi, meMoH-
TUpyeTcH Wan paspywaeTrca. OGJIOMEN CTapTOBOH NAOWAZEM MODYT GHTH
YEaNeHH, & IO UCTEUCHUY WECTU MECALEB 3TO0 MECTO MOXET OHTH 3aCh=-
NaHO 36MJCH. .

2. liaxTHHE NYCKOBHE YCTAHOBKN IPHWBOIATCA B HEIPUI'OZHOE A
UCIONB3CBaHUSL COCTOAHNE nyTeM DEMOHTaKA WIN YHUUTOXECHUA UX Hagd-
36MHHX KOHCTDPYHUMi /’n_7 [:7I OTOJIOBKOB, @ T4K#€ IyTeM yZAa-
JeHUA HampaBaaomux. OCIOMKM WAXTHHX NYCKOBHX YCTAHOBOK MOLYT
CHTH yZaJGHH, @ 10 UCTEUYCHUM WECTH MECALEB WAXTH 33CHNAaNTCAH
3eMned.

3. YKa33gHHHE B MYHKTAX I u 2 MCPONPUATUA II0 ZEMOHTaRy WIU
YHUUTOKCHUK 3aBEDIAKNTCS HE TNO3KE, UM UCPEe3 TPU MECsla C MOMGH-
Ta NX Hayaja.

4. CoopyweHuss, OTHOCANUECA K MCMOHTUPOBAHHEM WM YHUUTOXEH-
HBM IIyCKOBBM yCTAaHOBKAM [IPOTUBOPAKET HA UCHHTATEIBHHX NOJUTOHAX,
MOTYT 1O ycMOTpeHUw0 CTOPOH UCHONB30BATECA ANA lejel, He MPoTHBO-
pevamux nonoxeHuAM Jorosopa 00 orpaHuueHmy cuctTem PO u coor-
BETCTBYwOMUX COINaCOBAHHHX 3afBICHUI,

O. yBGﬂOMﬂGHMG 0 / 3aBEpWEHUN MCDPOMPUATLR, MNPEIYyCMOTpPEHHEX
B NyHKTax I n _7 / TpenyCMOTPEHHUX B MyHKTAX I ¥ 2 MEpOnpud-
TUAX KaKk HaxXOZANUXCA B CTAZUN OCYUECTBICHUA, TaK U BaBepmeHHaJ7
NPOM3BOANUTCA YCPC3 LIOCTOAHHYN KOHCYMBTATUBHYN KOMUCCUN ZBa pasa
B I'0Z MO COCTOAHNMI H& HAYGNIO OYEpPEAIIoN perynﬂpﬁom ceccur Homuc-—
cun,
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[I. Coopyxenua 11PO Ha Case lanbMCTpOM

I. WMeTanmnuycckme CTEPkHU apMaTypH s3paHuit PAC cpesanTcH.

2. 3xaHudA FAC, a7msg KOTOPHX OQHIO yxE HAuaTO BO3BEZAEHUE CTEH,
OCTABAANTCA HENPUKDPHTHMU B VX HE33BEPUWEHHOM COCTOSHUU B TEUECHUE
WCCTH MECHUSB, NOCJE YEr0 OHM MUTYT OHTH 3aCHIAHbH 36MIECI.

8. CoopyweHus njsa MYCKOBHX yCTAHOBOK, a Takxe 3zanus FIC,
LI KOTODPHX OHJIM 33BEpPHIEHH CTPOUTEIBCTBOM JNUUEL PYyHAAMEHTH, 34-
CHIIQWTCSA 3eMueil,.

4, OcyuecTBNAETCA pPa3paBHUBAHUE IIOUBH HE BCEM yUacTHE, a
CTPOUTENBHEE MaTEepPUalH yAalAlnTCH.

5. Pa6oTH mo zeMOHTaxy WU YHUUTOXEHNIO HAUMHAWICA HE MO3HKE,
YeM uepes mecTh MECHUeB IOocie CcOoDJacoBaHua HacTogumux lpouenyp.

6. JBEIOMICHUE O 33BEPUCHNN YKa3aHHHX MEDONPUATUN NPOU3BO-
nurcs ueped OCTOAHHYH KOHCYNBTATUBHYH KOMUCCHUI.

CexpeTHO
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SE@%ET Attachment No. 4

Joint Draft Text
Preliminarily Agreed
by Commicsioners
April 19, 1974

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

.

PROTOCOL

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION,

AND NOTIFICATION THEREQOF, I"OR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of the
Interim Agreement between the United States of America and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on Certsin Measures
with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms
of May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto, and the Agreed Statements
regarding that Agreement, the Parties thereto have within
the framework of the Standing Consultative Commission agreed
upon procedures governing replacement, dismantling or
destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic offensive
arms limited by that Interim Agrecment, as formulated in the
Attachment hereto which constitutes an integral part of this

Protocol.

The Parties have also agreed on the following general

guidelines:f'
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1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to systems
to bc replaced and dismantled or destréyed pursuant to the

provisions of the aforementioned Interim Agreement;

2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic missile
(ICBM) launchere or ballistic-missile submarines and submarine-
launched ballistic missile (SLBM) launchers shall be on the
basis of Articles III and IV of the Interim Agreement, the

Protocol thereto, and applicable Agreed Statements;

3. Dismantling or destruvction proccdures for ICBM
launchers and assoclated facilities and for ballistic-missile
submarines and SLBM launchers shall ensure that they would be
put in a condition that precludes the possibility of theilr
use for launching ICBMs or SLBMs, respectively; shall ensure
that reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed would be
detectable by national technical means; shall be such that
reactivation time of those units would not be substantially
less than the time required for new construction; and shall

preclude unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction;

L4, Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be
formulated separately for soft and for silo land-based ICBM
launchers as well as for ballistic-missile submarines and

SLBM launchers;

SILICRET
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished by
national technical means in accordance with Article V of the

Interim Agreement;

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with
the attached Procedures, facillities remaining at land-based
ICBM launch sites, and submarines, may, at the discretion of
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with the

provisions of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto;

47. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the
Parties shall notify each other of the numbér and type of
launchers being dismantled or destroyed and the number of

replacement launchers; ang_?l

173 Through appropriate procedures, the Parties shall
notify each other of the number of dismantled or destroyed
launchers and the number of such launchers used for replace-

ment ; amg]{2

1 proposed by U.S. side.

2 Proposed by Soviet side.
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8. The number of replacement ballistic-missile submarines
which are under construction simultaneously shall not exceed a
number consistent with a normal construction schedule. A
normal constrﬁction schedule is understood to be one consistent

with the past or present construction practices of each FParty.

This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall enter
into force upon signature of this Protocol and remain in force
for the duration of the aforcmentioned Interim Agreement, and
may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission as it

deems appropriate.

Done at Geneva on , in two copiles, each in The

English and Russian languages, both texts being equally authentic.

Commissioner, Commissioner,
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist
America Republics
SICRET
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ATTACHMENT

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSTION

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION,

AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS
I. General

1. Within the limits of the levels established for each
Party, launchers for land-based intercontinental ballistic
missiles (ICBMs) of older types, deployed prior to 1964,
launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear-powered
gsubmarines, and launchers for modern ballistic missiles on
diesel submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic

migssiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines.

2. Modern submarine-launched ballistic missiles are:
for the United States, missiles iﬁstalled in all nuclear-
powered submarines; and for the Soviet Union, missiles of
the type installed in nuclear-powered submarines made
operational since 19065. Zih addition, all submarine-launched
ballistic missiles first tested after 1964 are modern

submarine-launched ballistic missilesL7l
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3. Launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel
submarines may not be used for the replacement purposes
provided for in the Protocol to the Interim Agreement on
Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic

Offensive Armé.

4, Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers
shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning
of sea trials of a replacement submarine. Initiation of any
of the actions in Section II below shall constitute initiation
of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. Initiation
of any of the actions in Section III below shall constitute
initiation of dismantling or destruction of a ballistic-missile

submarine or SLBM launcher.

5. The beginning of sea trials of a replacement ballistic-
missile submarine shall be the daté on which such a submarine
first operates under its own power away from the harbor or port
in which the construction or fitting out of the submarine was

performed.

/(6. Notification of dismantling or destruction and
replacement activities shall be given through the SCC twice
annually, reflecting the status ag of the beginning of each

regular session. The notificetion shall contain:

- SECRET
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(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964 and
for ballistic-missile launchers on older
submarines, the number and type (silo ICBM

launcher, soft ICBM launcher, or SLBM launcher)
on which dismantling or destruction is in process
and the number and type on which dismantling or
destruction action has been completed since the

last report in the SCC.

(b) For replacement SLBM launchers, the number
which are on submarines that will begin sea
trials during the next six-month period, and
the number which are on submarines that have

begun sea trials since the last report in the

sce. 7+

/6. Notification of completed dismantling of ICBM launchers
and ballistic-missile launchers on replaced submarines shall be
given through the Standing Consultative Comﬁission twice annually,
reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular session
of the Commission. The notification shall contain information
for the past six months on the number of dismsntled ICBM launchers
and ballistic-missile launchers on replaced submarines, as well
as on the number of such launchers replaced by launchers on

modern submarines during that periodL_72
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7. Each Party may on a voluntary basis add other information
to the notifications if it considers such information necessary
to assure confidence in compliance with the obligations assumed

under the Interim Agreement.

1I. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land-Based

ICBMILéunchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers

1. In all cases the following actions shall be accomplished

in carrying out dismantling or destruction:

(a) removal from the launch site of the supply of
missiles and their components, warheads, and

mobile eguipment;

(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, all erecting
and handliing equipmeﬁt, and propellant-handling
equipment, /located at the launch site or associated
with :'|.§_7'l /associated with the launcher and located
at the launch sit_e_?2 and removal of all dismantled
equipment from the launch site. Launch equipment
is understood to be systems, components, and

instruments required to launch a missgile.

SECRET
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2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall

be performed:

(a) Jareas of the launch pads centered on the launch
stand and at least 30 meters in di;:xmeteg?l
Zibcations of launch device emplacement, or
launch padg?e and missile launch control posts
(bunkers) shall be made unusable by dismentling

or destruction;

(b) fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and

removed frowm the lauuch site;

(c) debris of locations of launch devices or launch
pads, of missile launch control posts (bunkers ),
and of fuel storage tank foundations may be
removed, and, after six months, the places where

they were located may be covered with earth.

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to the
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall

be performed:

SECRET
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(a) silo-doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting,
launch tubes /silo headworks, and launch control
bbu'lkier§_7'l shall be dismantled or destroyed.
"Dismantled components shall be removed from the

launch site;

(b) after the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a)
above have been accomplished, the silo shall
remain open for a period of six months, after

which it zghal;7l éﬁaz72 be filled with earth.

ZE. After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished
in accordance with the’above procedures, facllities remaining
at ICBM launch sites may not be used either for storage, support
or launch of ICBMs, or for storage or support of ICBM-capable
launchers, but may, at the discretion of the sides, be used for
other purposes not inconsistent with the provisions of the

Interim Agreement and the Protocol theretoL7l

5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM launchers
shall be completed no later than four months after the replacement

submarine begins sca trials.

SECRET

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



Approved For Rel@ase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ80400010001-2.

SIICRET

__7_

ITI. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Ballistic-

Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers Replaced by New

Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers

l.' The following procedures, from which each Party may
choose, are acceptable for dismantling or destruction of

ballistic~-misgile submarines and SLBM launchers:

(a) sinking of the submarine with its launchers in
international waters of at least 2000 meters
depth. /When this procedure for ballistic-missile
submarine destruction 1s chosecn, notification of
the time and location of the planned destruction
shall be given to the other side at least one

month prior to the planned destructiog?lg

(b) scrapping the submarine and its launchers in the
open /in predesignated shipyardg?l. Scrapping

- shall involve extensive dilisassembly;

(¢) removing the submarine's missile section in the

open /in predesignated shipyardg?lg
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/(d) removal of the launch tubes or cutting off
the upper part of the tubes together with

2
the superstructure above themi]“

/(e) for "H-Class" submarines the following procedures
will apply: removal of launch tubes in the open
in predesignated shipyards. The shipyards to be
used for ballistic-missile submarine dismentling

shall be agreed between the Parties.

(1) That entire part of the superstructure
(including the fairwater) and outer hull
above the missile compartment of the

submarine will be removed.

(2) That section of the missile compartment
pressure hull (hull crown plating and frame
segments ) which contains all of the hull
penetrations for the missile launch tubes,

as well as the missile launch tubes will

be removed.

(3) The pressure hull and outer hull may then be
restored only by welding into place new

sections without launch tube penetrations.

SECRET
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(4) No superstructure or fairwater will be
replaced over the section of the submarine
from which the launch tubes have been

removed, />

2. Any of the foregoing actions shall be completed no
later than six months after the replacement submarine begins

sea trials.

3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube hatches shall
be left open throughout the entire period of dismantling, and

missiles and missile-launching equipment shall be removed.

IV, Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic-Missile Submarine

Lost at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair

In the event that a ballistic-missile submarine is lost at
sea or disabled beyond repalr, such a submarine may be replaced
by another ballistic-missile submarine in accordance with the

following:

(a) mnotification of the loss or disablement shall be
made to the other Party through the Standing

Consultative Commission:
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(b) the number of launchers on the replacement
ballistic-missile submarine shall not cause

. the total number of launchers tc exceed that
authorized in the Interim Agreement and the

Protocol thereto; and

(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall
be dismantled or destroyed 1n accordance with

Section III of these Proccdures.

SLCRET

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



Approved For Ral@ase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ90400010001-2

s&”‘gﬁagﬂxr*“i' )
ey 2 Att hment No,
L_‘.ﬂd a"i achmen 0., 5

Joint Draft Text
Preliminarily Agrecd
by Commissioners
April 19, 1974

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

PROTOCOL

PROCEDURES GOVERENING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION,

AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS

Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of the
Treaty between the United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic
Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, and the Agreed Statements
fegarding that Treaty; the Parties thereto have within the
framework of the Standing Consultative Commission agreed upon
procedures governing replacement, dismantling or destruction,
and notification thereof, for ABM'systems and thelr components
limited by that Treaty, as formulated in the Attachment hereto

which constitutes an integral part of this Protocol.

The Parties have also agreed on the following general

guldelines:

1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to systems
or thelr components to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed

pursuant to the provisions of the aforementioned Treaty;

SECRET
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2. Any replacement of ABM systems or their components
shall be on the basis of Article VII of the aforementicned
Treaty and applicable Agrced Statements; dismantling or
destruction of ABM systems or thelr components in excess of
the numbers or outside the areas specified by the Treaty
shall be on the basis of Article VIII of the aforementioned

Treaty and applicable Agreed Statements;

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM systems
or thelir components, related to implementation of the provisions
of Article VII regarding replacement of those systems or their
components and Article VIII of the aforementioned Treaty, shall
ensure that those systems or their components and facilities
assoclated with those components, except for facilities at test
ranges, would be put in a condition that precludes the possibility
of their use for ABM purposes; shall ensure that reactivation
of units dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of those
units would not be substantially less than the time required
for new construction; and shall preclude unreasonable delays

in dismantling or destruction;

L, Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures
shall he fofmulated separately for above-ground and silo ABM

launchers and for ABM radars;

SECRET
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished ty
national technical means in accordance with Article XII of the

aforementioned Treaty;

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with
the attached Procedures, facilitlies remaining at ABM launch
or ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of the Parties, be
used for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions of the

aforementioned Treaty and applicable Agreed Statements; and

/7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the
Parties shall notify each other of the number and tyne
(above-ground or silo) of ABM launchers and the number of
ABM radafs being dismantled or desﬁroyed, and the number of

replacement ABM launchers and ABM radlars;?"1

/7. Through appropriate procedures, the Parties shall
notify cach other of the number of dismantled or destroyed
ABM launchers and ABM radars, and the number of ABM launchers

and ABM radars used for replacement472-

1 Proposed by U.S. side.

2 Proposed by Soviet side.
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This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall enter
into force upon signature of this Protocol and remain in
force for the' duraticn of the aforementioned Treaty, and

may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commlssion as

it deems appropriate.

Done at Geneva on , in two copies, each

in the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally

authentic.

Commissioner, Commissioner,
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist
America Republics
SECRET
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION
PROCEDURES. GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, AND
NOTIFICATION THEREOQOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS
I. Excess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges
: 1. Above~ground launchers and associated equipment shall
; be removed from the sgites, and the entire part of the launch
|
; pad containing the launcher mount and reinforcements shall be
%i_f’ dismantled or destroyed. Launch-pad debris may be removed

and after six months the location covered with earth.

2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by dismantling

or destruction of their above-ground structures ZEhg?l [5372
é headworks and removal of launcherirails. Silo-launcher debris
may be removed and after six months the silos shall be filled

with earth.

3. The dismantling or destruction actions described in
paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be completed no later than three

months after theilr initiastion.

= | SECRET
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L, TFacilities associated with dismantled or destroyed
ABM launchers at test ranges may, at the discretion of the
Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with the
provisions oft the Treaty on the Limitation of ABM Systems,

and applicable Agreed Statements.

5. Notification of the Zﬁbtivities provided for in
paragraphs 1 and 2 that are in process and that have been
completeg7l [Ebmpletion of the activities provided for in
paragraphs 1 and 272 shall be given through the Standing
Congultative Commission twice annually reflecting the status

as of the beginning of each regular session of the Commission.

IT. ABM PFacilities at Malmstrom

1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar bulldings shall be

cut off.

2. Radar buildings for which wall constructicn had
commenced shall be left uncovered in thelr uncompleted state

for six months after which they may be covered with earth.

3. Launcher facilities and radar buildings for which
only foundations had been completed shall be covered with

earth.

~  sucrer

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2



Approved For Relgase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ080400010001-2

| SRECRET

--3_

Y, Barth grading of the entire arca shall be accomplished

and construction materials removed,

5. Dismantling or destruction activities shall be
initiated no later than six months after agreement on these

Procedures.

6. Notification that the above activities have been
completed ghall be given through the Standing Consultative

Commission.

‘ivﬁ
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USTIHOV STATEMENT ON TASK OF SCC-III

April 19, 1974

Mr. Commissioner,

It should be noted that until now there still
remain a number of provisicns of the Protocols and
Procedures for which the Commission has not yet found
mutuaily acceptable solutions. In our opinion the
next stage of the third session of the SCC must be
the conduct of this most complex and labor-consuming
work. As I understand it, the U.S. Component of the

Commission is also in agreement with this.

I can confirm once again that the Soviet side is
ready to proceed to consideration of those paragraphs
which have not been agreed by us, and to preparation
of complete draft texts of the Protocols and Procedures,
governing replacement, dismantling or destruction,
and netification thereof, for strategic offensive arms
and ABM systems, insofar as the U.S. side 1s ready for
this. In this connection, we proceed from the premise
that completion of this work, if possible, is the

main task of the current session.

Thank you for your attention.
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS -~ NOTIFICATION

April 19, 1974

1. The U.,S. side considers notification to be one
of the major unresolved issues. The differences between
the approach of the Soviet side and that of the U.S. side
are reflected by bracketed language in several places in
the JDTs. Although it first appears in para. 7 of the

Protocolg, the more specific provisions at issue are

in the detailed procedures.

2. The subject of notification has been addressed
extensively during previous SCC sessions. The U.S. side
has carefully reviewed these exchanges, and has the

following comments.

3. The Soviet side has maintained that national
technical means of verification are capable of verifying
with complete confidence and reliability compliance by the
sides with the obligations assumed in accordance with the
ABM Treaty and the Interim Agrecement; and that therefore,
there is no need whatsoever to introduce into the

verification process any sort of additional measures,

SECRET
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including prior notificetion. Mr, Commissioner, I must

oince agalin reemphasize that the U.5. position on notification
is that it is not required for adequate verification by
national technical means of compliance with the existing
agreements or with the Prccedurcs we work out, except

in the case of destruction of submarines by sinking.

4, It has been and remaing the U.S. bosition that
certain prior notification provisions would promote the
objectives of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement in

) —4 accordance with Articles XIIT and VI, respectively, of

these agreements. Speccifically, such provisions would:

a. DInhance the viability of the ABM Treaty and
Interim Agreement by reducing possibilities

for uncertainties and misunderstandings.

b. Help develop mutual trust and contribute to
continued improved relations between our two
countries, thereby creating a better climate

for future agreements.

5. The U.S. side considers these to be significant
benefits which could be achieved at 1little cost or effort
and at no risk. They would not impinge on the security

SECRET
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interests of either side. Neither would these provisions
cause a loss of flexibility in programming replacement,
destruction or dismantling activities; information given

at one SCC meeting could be amended as necessary at the

next. It is our view that certain prior notirication
provisiocns would prevent rather than cause misunderstandings.
In my opinion one of the important purposes of objectives

of the SCC is to prevent misunderstandings wherever possible.

6. In prior sessions the Soviet side has
suggested that para. I.7 of the strategic offensive arms
procedures dealing;with voluntary information provides an
adequate opportunity for one side to provide the other
side with advance information if it considers such information
necessary Lo assure compliance with the obligations assumed
under the Interim Agreement., Para. I.7 is an unbracketed
paragraph and thus "preliminarily agreed by Commissioners.”
The U.S, side continues to agree with the desirability of
this paragraph, but does not agrec that this paragraph is
a substitute for certain prior nctification provisions. In
fact para. 7 deals with "compliance with the obligations
assumed under the Interim Agreement'" and applies to more than

just the mutually agreed procedures we are working on.
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7. Mr. Commissioner, it is our view that the U.S.
proposals for prior notification should be considered on
their own merit as an integral part of our mutually
agreed précedures. They would thus contribute to promoting
the objectives of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement.
Prior notification is not precluded by the ABM Treaty, the

Interim Agreement and its Protocol, or Agreed Statements.

8. The language proposed by the U.S, side in para. 7
of the two Protocols is consistent with the U.S. view on
the degirability of including certain prior notification
provisions in these mutually agreed procedures. The specific
language merely reqguires the Parties to notify each other
of the number and types of launchers being dismantled or
destroyed and the number of replacement launchers. The first
substantive point regarding prior notification 1s contained
in para. I.6 of the procedures for strategic offensive arms.
Notification of the type contained in the U.S. proposed
para. L.6 reflects the type of notification which would

meet the U.S. objectives I set forth earlier,
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Aprili 19, 1974

Mr. Commissioner,

We have attentively listened to the statement
of the U.S. SCC Component. We will study it carefully.
For my part I would like to direct your attention to
those considerations which govern the approach of
the Soviet Component of the Commission to notifica-
tion procedures. As you know, these procedures were

not agreed at the second session.

On questions of notification the Soviet side
proceeds from the fundamental joint Soviet-American
documents, which first and tforemcst are the Treaty
on the Limitation of ABM Systems and the Interim
Agreement on Certain Measures with Respect to the

Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms.

Article XII of the aforementioned Treaty and
Article V of the Interim Agrecment specify that for
the purpose of providing assurance of compliance with
the provisions of these documents each side shall
use national technical means of verification at its
disposal in a manner consistent with generally
recognized principles of international law. In this

connection the sides undertook not to interfere with
SECRET
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the ﬁational technic al means of verificatiorn of the
other side which are carrying out their functions,
including not using deliberate concealment measures
which impede verification by national technical
means of compliance with the provisions of the Treaty

and Interim Agreement.

Thus, Mr. Commissioner, both sides have directly
and officially recognized the effectiveness and
reliability of national technical means in carrying
out verification. Moreover, we can say with good
reason that the very'conclusion in May 1972 of the
ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement between the USSR
and the U.8., to a significant degree became possible
because both sides agreed that national technical
means are capable of reliably verifying compliance
of the sides with the terms and provisions of these

Soviet-American documents.

The U.S. Component of the Commission has also
repeatedly emphasized, at the second and at the
current session of the SCC, the effectiveness and

reliability of national technical means of verification.

In connection with the above considerations, the
Soviet side does not see the necessity of substitut-

ing any sort of further‘additional functions of the

SECRET
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Commission, for example those having the nature
of prior notification, for the functions of national

“technical meanc of verification.

We believe that with respect to the dismantling
or de§truction and replacement procedures for
strategic offensive arms and ABM systems being worked
out by us, national technical means of verification
are capable of reliably verifying dismantling
activities at appropriate ICBM launch sites, shipyards
and ABM test ranges, as well as those arms replacement
activities which may be carried out by the sides in
implementation of the provisions of the Interim

Agreement and the Protocol thereto.

The Soviet side sees the basgsic function of notifica-
tion through the SCC to be that the sides inform each
other, for the period between sessions, concerning an
accomplished fact--the completion of dismantling or
destruction of numbers of ICBM launchers, submarines
and SLBM launchers, as well as ABM launchers and
radars; and the number of launchers used by each side
for replacement purposes during the same period. Such
reciprocal providing of information by the sides
through the SCC would be documentary confirmation of

completed activity for official recording by the other

SECRET
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side; that will promote the implementation of the
objectives and provisions of the ABM Treaty and the

Interim Agreement.

In this connection we do not exclude that each
side may on a voluntary basis add other information
to the notifications, if it considers such information
necessary to assure confidence in compliance with the

obligations assumed.

Such are the basic positions of principle on
notification issues to which the Soviet side adheres
in working out the Protocols and Procedures. These
tenets have been reflected in those specific formula-
tions for the corresponding varagraphs of the joint
documents, whibh were proposed by us during the first
and second sessions and which are bracketed as the

proposals of the Soviet side.

Mr. Commissioner, we hope that the U.S. SCC
Component will once again carefully study our point
of view on notification procedures. It secems to us
that achievement of mutual agreement on this issue

would be in the interests of the entire Commission.

Thank you for your attention.

SECRET
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Attachment No. 9

USTINOV STATEMENT ON NOTIFICATION OF DISMANTLING
IN PROCESS

April 19, 1974

Mr. Commissioner,
The proposals of the U.S. side on notification

issues, tabled during the second session of the SCC,

speak of notification regarding 1CBM, SLBM and ABM
launchers, the dismantling of which 1s in process.
Study by the Soviet side during the recess of
% such a notification procedure prompted a number of
questions on our part. For example, it is not clear
to us what one side or another would have to do at
the next session about notification of dismantling
of launchers or radars if dismantling therecof, already
begun before the previous session, is not completed
by the beginning of the next session. Will this
require repeated notification or will it not be

necessary to do so?

Based on those time periods which are provided
for_the completion of dismantling, such instances are
evidently quite possible. For example, according

to the procedures, dismantling of replaced ICBM

SECRET
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launchers must te ccmpleted no later than four
months after the replacement submarine begins sea
trials, dismantling of SLBM launchers--within six
months, and dismantling actions on ABM launchers at
test ranges--no later than three months after their

initiation.

At the same time, the experience of the second
and third sessions of the SCC shows that the period
between sessions lasted from 2% to 44 months. Thus,
the duration of dismantling may sometimes overlap the
duration of the period between sessions. Another
variant: dismantling begun before the previous session,
is completed during the period between sessions. How
would one in fhis instance relate these launchers to
those launchefs, dismantling of which was both begun
and completed during the period between sessions? It

would be possible to cite a number of other variants.

We would be thankful to you, Mr. Commissioner,
if you would clarify for us how the U.S. side envisages
practical implementation of such a notification

procedure.

SECRET-
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COMMISSTIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS--MODERN SLBM!S
April 19, 1974

1. The Protocol to the Interim Agreement states:
"The deployment of modern SLBMs on any submarine,
regardless of type, will be counted against the total
level of SIBMs permitted for the U.S. and the U.S.S.R.,"
Paragraph I.é is included in the procedures for the
purpose of defining a modern SLBM., Without the inclusion

of an added sentence, of the type proposed by the U.S.

side, the paragraph deals only with modern SLBMs on nuclear-

powered submarines and does not deal with modern SLBMs
"on any submarine, regardless of type" -- for example,
diesel-powered submarines. Thus in the U.S. view there
is a requirement for an additional sentence to complete

the definition of a modern SILBM.

2. From a review of previous exchanges on this subject,

I do not detect a substantive difference between the two

sides. If I understand the deiet position correctly

it is basically that it is not necessary to introduce

this additional language. It is the U.S. view that an

additional sentence is necessary to complete the purpose

of this paragraph. By such an addition the modern SLBM
rﬂ«. F."““'"“‘f*
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definition would be complete and any possible misunder-
standing on this point would be eliminated, It would be
clear in the procedures that the term "modern submarine-
launched ballistic missile" applies to newer missiles
regardless of the type of submarine on which they are

deployed.

3. In light of the foregoing and after careful
review of the previous cxchanges on this subject, the
U.S. side proposes the following alternative language for
WQ-VJ the U.S. proposed additional sentence (read alternatives

and pass copies to Soviet side).

I, The U,S. proposed additional sentence in either
form would apply equally to both sides, 1s consistent with
Interim Agreement and its
the/ Protocol, and, in the U.S., view, is necessary to complete

the definition of a "modern SLBM."

5. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side continues to bhelieve
that an additional sentence 1s necessary for completeness in
the definition of "modern submarine-launched ballistic
missiles." Taking into account Soviet concerns regarding
the U.S. proposed sentence, we have provided you today with
alternative language, intended to clarify the sentence, which

‘-_j in our opinion would adequately complete the definition of

modern SLBMs.

SECRET
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Attachment No. A

U.S. Working Document
April 19, 1974

STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS: PROCEDURES
PARAGRAPH 1.2

2. "Modern ... 1965; and for both Parties,
submarine-launched ballistic missiles first flight-

tested since 1965 and installed in any submarine
regardless of type."

SECRET
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U.S. Working Dcecument
April 19, 1974

STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS: PROCEDURES
PARAGRAPH 1,2

2. "Modern ... 1965; and for both Partiee,
submarine-launchcd ballistic missiles first flight-
tested since 1965 and installed in diesel
submarines."

SKCRET
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON DEFINITION OF MODERN SLBM
April 19, 1974

Mr., Commissioner,

In my second statement today I would like to
address the question of the definition of modern
SLBMs_eontained in paragraph I.2 of the Procedures

for Strategic Offensive Arms.

In paragraph I.2 there are brackets containing
8 proposal of the U.S. side consisting of an addition
to the definition of modern SI.BMs. During the recess
the Soviet side carefully studied this wording of
paragfaph 2, taking your proposal into account, and
believes that the initial wording, without the U.S.
addition, sufficiently completely defines the concept
of modern SLBMs, applicable to the objectives of the

procedures we are working out.

Furthermore, in accordance with paragraph I.3
of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms,
agreed by the sides at the second session of the SCC,
use of launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel
submarines for replacement purposes is precluded. In
order to avoid the poésibility,of circumvention of
the agreement through accumulation of modern SIBMs

on diesel submarines, the sides have also provided

SECRET
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that these missiles will count in the total level

of SLBM launchers established by the Interim Agrecement.

Thus, paragraphs 2 and 3 of Section I of the
Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, taking into
account the provisions of other earlier agreed
interﬁretive statements which are presently in force,
define with adequate precision the concept of modern
SLBMs for both sides, and it is not necessary to
introduce any sort of addition into paragraph 2. The
Soviet side proposes 1o leave the wording of para-
graph I.2 of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive
Arms as follows: "Modern submarine-launched ballistic
missiles are: for the United States, missiles installed
in all nuclear;powered submarines; and for the Soviet
Union, missiles of the type installed in nuclesr-

powered submarines made operationsl since 1965, "

Thank you for your attention.

SECRLET
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A-1T7

US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMLSSTON

Meeting, April 16, 1974
US Mission, Geneva

Persons Present:

Mr. Graybeal Brig. Gen. Ustinov

Brig. Gen., Georgi Mr. Karpov

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald Mr. Yereskovsky

Mr. Anderson Col Belyanin

Lt. Col. Bartos Capt. Kuznetsov

Lt. Col. DeSimone Mr, Marchuk (Interpreter)
Mr. Long Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter)
Lt. Cdr. Martin Capt. Korobchenko

Mr. Smith ' (Military Interpreter)

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter)

’

Commissioner Graybeal opened the meeting at 11:00 a.m., and
said that before giving the floor to General Ustinov he would
like to introduce Mr. Robert Smith, now working on the US Com-
ponent of the SCC in place of Lt. Col. Pettyjohn, who had been
present at our first meeting of this session.

Commigsioner Ustinov acknowledged the introduction, and
delivered a prepared stafement (Attachment).

Mr, Graybeal thanked Ustinov and saild that the US Component
of the SCC also believed that the work of the Editorial Working
Group, on the nonsubstantive changes designed to make the JDTs
clearer, had been useful and productive and that the JDTs had been
improved. Also he believed doing that work now would save time
as we ncared the completion of our assigned task of preparing
mutually acceptable procedures for replacement, dismantling or
destruction, and notification thercof, for strategic offensive
arms and for ABM systems and their components.

He continued by stating that the US SCC Component also
agrees that the texts of the JDTs, which were now in the process
of being conformed, would have the same status as the November 16,
1973 texts; that is, "preliminarily agreed by Commissioners", with

SECRET/EXDIS
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Whe appropriate date noted. This set of revised texts would
provide the basis for negotiating the much mores important

issues and differences between the sides, now identificzd by
bracketed language. Graybeal said that he understood Ustinov's
statement concerning the status of these JDTs meant that "nothing
is agreed until all is agreed.” As Ustinov had so aptly put it,
our respective Governments would, of course, also review the docu-
ments prior to their signature and entry into force. It also
went without saying that either side had the option to raise any
question concerning either bracketed or unbracketed language if
it were considered necessary. He hopedf however, that the cur-
rently unbracketed language would have "clear sailing" henceforth,
and that we could focus our attention on the substantive matters
in the bracketed portions of the JDTs,

Graybeal concluded by noting that the nonsubstantive changes
broposed by each side and accepted by the other had been incor-
porated into the texts which werc being conformed by our Executive
Secretaries today. With the assistance of our interpreters and
those others involved, this conforming of the textis could be com-
pleted, we could agree that they were "preliminarily agreed Dy
Commissioners" as of the date that work was done, and the Russian
and English-language versions could be exchanged.

General Ustinov said he would like to restate his belierf
that positive and useful work had been done by the Editorial
Working Group and our Deputy Commissioners; it would help to
provide a basis for working out the final agreed texts of the
Protocols and Procedurcs. He sald. he agreed that our Executive
Secretaries should complete the work of conforming the texts,
preparing them for agreement by Commissioners at the level
noted by Graybeal and for exchange of Russian and English
versions,

Mr. Graybeal said he thought this eXchange of texts could
be part of our next SCC meeting.

Genersl Ustinov agreed.

Mr. Graybeal asked if the Soviet Component had any other
matters to take up today.

General Ustinov said the Soviet side had many issues it
would like to raise at future meetings, but not this morning.

Mr. Graybeal said that in that case, since he also had nothing
further to bring up this morning, he would like to propose that

SECRET/EXDIS

‘Approved For Rélease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2

g e e o

B e T S

T L o



Approved For Rgjgase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435Ag80400010001-2
SECRET/FXDIS

-3

our next meeting take place at 1i:00 a.m. on April 19, at the
Soviet Mission, for the purpose of initiating substantive dig-
cussion of bracketed language in the JDTs.

General Ustinov stated that as he had <aid at our first
mecting and repeated again today, the Soviet gide is ready to go
on with that work. He agreed to the time and place proposed by
Graybeal for.the next meeting.

Mr. Graybeal said he did have one more item of business
which concerned pleasure. The US Component would like to invite
the Soviet Component to lunch in this room on Wednesday, April 24,
at 1:00 p.m.

General Ustinov accepted with gratitude on behalf of the
Soviet Component, and remarked that he had no objection in
principle to lunching at the same table at which we were now
working.

Mr. Graybeal adjourned the meeting at 11:35 a.m.

Attachment: - .
Ustinov Statement

7
2

I
Drafted by: F. P eSimone:bd Approved by: S. N. Grayﬁéal
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USTINOV STATEMENT, April 16, 1974

Mr. Commissioner,

As agreed, today we are holding the second
plenary meeting of the Commission.

The Soviet Component of the Commission has
carefully studied the editorial changes, proposed

by the U.S. side, to the previously agreed provisions

of the Joint Draft Texts cf the Protocols and

Procedures governing replacement, dismantling or
destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic
offensive arms and ABM systems, of November 16, 1973.

We believe that the two meetings of the Working

(

Group headed by the Executive Secretaries and the

-meeting of Deputy Commissioner V. P, Karpov and

General Georgi were useful for both sides and were
productive.

We have no objections_to the changes introduced
by the U.S.

side which are of a purely grammatical

or stylistic nature and which do not change provisions
of principle, flowing from the Interim Agreement and
the ABM Treaty; we agree also to the refinementsof a
legal nature to the texts of the Protocols and
Procedures which do not change the sense of already

agreed basic premises on the structure and format
of the documents.

SECRET-TXDIS
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In that light we agree to introduce such
corrections into the documents, and specifically:

(a) to indicate more clearly that the procedures
for dismantling or destruction, and notification
thereof, for strategic offensive arms and for ABM
systems and their components are being adopted
pursuént to the provisions and in implementation
of the Interim Agreement and ABM Treaty which is in
force;

(b) to show more clearly that the procedures
for strategic offensive arms and for ABM systems and
thelr components are an integral part of the respective
Protocols;

(c) to establish the time of entry into force of
the strategic offensive arms and ABM Protocols and
Procedures, which are to be considered in force upon
signature by us of the respective Protocols.

As for some other proposals and formulations of
the U.S. side, we do not see the need to introduce
them into the texts already worked out. As I under-
stand i1t, the U.S. Component of the Commission has
also agreed with this.

The specific proposals of the Soviet side are
contained in our working document, which we have
given to you, and work on which is being finished up

today by our Executive Secretaries,

SECRET-LXDIS
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The Soviet side agrees to the changés and
additions introduced, and proposes to consider the
corrected texts of the Protbcols and Procedures to
be joint drafts. In this connection it is our under-
standing that our agreement to these texts is
preliminary until final completion of the full texts
of thé Protocols and Procedures and their approval
by Governments.

Mr. Commissioner, the Soviet side is prepared
to turn to consideration of other paragraphs of the
Protocols and Procedures, which still remain unagreed.

Thank you for your attention.

SECRET-EXDIS
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PLACE: Soviet Mission, Geneva

SUBJECT: Meeting of Editorial Review Group

PARTICIPANTS:

us

Brig. Gen. W. I'. Georgi

Col.
LTC F.

C. G. FitzGerald
P. DeSimone

Mr. P. Afanasenko

(Interpreter)

USSR

My, V. P. Karpov

Mr. A, S. Yereskovsky
Capt. Ye.
N. Kochetkov

Mr. Ye.

G. Korobchenko

(Interpreter)

Karpov opened the meeting and gave the floor to Georgi, who

sald he thought we should proceed according to the plan which

FitzGerald and Yereskovsky had worked out; that is, the Soviet

side could present its - responses and reactions to the editorial

changes whirh had been sug%ested by the US side for the unbracketed
2

portions of the November 1

1973 JDTs.

He said this should be

a8 informal and direct as Karpov wished to make it; the US side
simply wanted to be certain that those suggestions and the Soviet

Karpov, before going through the Soviet Working Document

‘responses were perfectly clear to both sides.

which had been prepared for today's meeting, made some general

comments as
1.

or changes.

follows:

The Soviet side proceeds from the premise that,
generally speaking, the November 16 JDTs need no corrections
They express accurately and completely the ideas

and thoughts intended; no fundamental change was needed in that
which was accomplished during the last SCC gession and approved

by the Commissioners.

2.

ship of our Executive Secretaries had been useful.

Nevertheless, the Soviet side had carefully studied
the "editorial changes'" which the US side had suggested for the
agreed portions of those documents, and felt that the two meetings
of this working group which had already been held under the leader-

The explanations

and the suggested changes themselves were helpful in making the
approach of the US side clear and in improving the Soviet side's
understanding of that approach.
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3. The Scviet side coes not object to changes for
stylistic and grammatical burposes which do not affect the
Russian language texts: these can be made in the JDTs and
confirmed under the supervision of our Executive Secretaries.

L, In principle, the Soviet side also does not oppose
"polishing" the texts Trom & legal point of view, keeping in
mind that there should be no changes to the agreed structure
and format of 'the documents. For example, it would appear useful
to clearly state in the preambular language that the procedurcs
we are working out are implementation of the ABM Treaty and the
Interim Agreement, and to clearly set down that each set of
Procedures and its respective Protocol comprise an integral
document, and also to clearly state when these agreed Procedures
enter into force.

5. In other cases, the suggestions and proposals of
the US side raise some doubt, and the Soviet side has formulated
alternative changes. If these are not acceptable, the Soviet
side would prefer to stay with the formulations in the November 16,
1973 JDTs. This approach, retaining November 16 JDT language,
also applies in some cases where the Soviet side does not consider
the US-proposed changes to be useful, and has made no alternative
proposal. .

Karpov then handed over the Soviet working documents
(Attachments No. 1 and No. 2) and proceeded to review sll the
proposed editorial changes. Those which were not simply accepted
as they were proposed in the US Working Document of April 5, 1974
are reviewed below, with comments and discussion. For ease of
reference, see Attachment No. 2 to MemCon, SCC Session III, A-160,

Strategic Offensive Arms, JDT, Protocol

Preambular Language

1. "And in implementation of" -- accepted, but Soviet-~
suggested language requires minor change in wording which actually
better articulates the intent of the US-prcpoused change.

2. Karpov said that ". . . regarding that Agreement . ."
is better than ". . . related Agreed Statements. . ." because it
more closely corresponds to the title agreed upon for those agreed
statements initialed by Ambassador Smith and Minister Semenov on
May 26, 1972. This approach, Karpov said, applies to all cases
where the language of previously agreed documents is used in
formulations for the documents now being worked out. In the Soviet
view, this approach is extremely desirable, and should be used
consistently.
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". . ¢« hereinafter referred to as the Interimn

Agreement . . ." -- The Soviet view is that it is 1ot useful

or necessary to arrive at a contrived way of lumping together

the pertinent documents and referring to them in combination

as "the Interim Agreement," especially when one of them is
already "the Interim Agreement." TListing by their proper names,
as previously agreed, the several documents of various categories
to which we are referring in this Preamble is more direct and

accurate.

4. The Soviet side, based on the need here and the
precedent pointed out by the US side at the April 5, 1974
meeting, proposes to explicitly state that the Procedures are
spelled out in an Attachment which forms an integral part of
the Protocol. This is in accord with the express desire of the
US gide that ambiguity on that score be removed. The suggested
change and addition to the last sentence of the preambular
paragraph accomplishes that purpose, in the Soviet view. Georgi
agreed that it appecared to do so, though we would have to review
it once again to be certain. At the same time, he agreed that

if the ". . . hereinafter referred to . . ." phrase was not
adopted, it would be necessary to stay with ". . . that Interim
Agreement . . ." at the end of the preambular paragraph.

Protocol, Numbered Paragraphs

1. Assuming agreement on the principle and implementation
of point 4 above, the "Procedures" would generally be written with
a capltal letter, contrary to the US suggestion. The US partici-
pants indicated that was probably acceptable, since the doubt
created by capitalizing "Procedures” should now be completely
removed by the explicit statement of the status of the "attached
procedures" -- that is, Protocol and Procedures constitute one
integral document. Karpov agreed.

2. Reference paragraph 6. Soviet rejection of the
proposed deletion of ". . . provisions of the . . ." was not
discussed as Karpov reviewed the changes. Later in the meeting,
however, the subject was raised by Georgi with a gquestion concerning
the reasons for not accepting that "fix" in the several places
for which it was suggested, including the ABM Protocol. Karpov
sald that the working out of these procedures was a precisely
defined task -- the SCC was to do so in order to implement specific
provisions of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement. FitzGerald
pointed out that Article XIII of the ABM Treaty charged the SCC
with promoting the implementation of objectives and provisions,
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and reminded Karpov of our previous explanation that simply
referring to "the Interim Agreement" or "the ABM Treaty'" in
para. 6 of each Protocol, for example, covered both those
charges. If we included "provisions" in that formulation,
perhape inclusion of "objectives" as well would be better.

Karpov disagreed, saying that certainly implementing
the objectives of those agrecments already in force was an
SCC funection, but the task at hand was specifically tied to
certain of theilr specific provisions. The SCC can be, and
indeed already is, empowered to deal with adding to those
agreements based on changes in the strategic situation and
so forth, but for the time being we still have SALT to do that
Jjob. The SCC, within the broad task of promoting objectives,
is now working out procedures for implementing certain provisions
of those agreements, as directed by our governments when they
signed the ABM Treaty and Interim Agreement.

When FitzGerald asked whether or not we were also promoting
thelr obJjectives, Karpov replied that of course we were.
FitzGerald then noted that in that case specifically mentioning
"provisions" could be misleading or incomplete. Karpov replied
that on the contrary, it is necessary to keep it clear in these
documents that the SCC is acting in accord with provisions of

~agreements in force and not "inventing anything new."

FitzGerald said that 1t would appear the Soviet side agrees
that everything the SCC does is "promoting the objectives" of
agreements in force. Karpov saild that was true, but added that
he saw no need to continually underscore that fact.

3. The wording of the penultimate paragraph to include
the "entry into force" phrase follows the US-proposed format
and retains November 16 JDT language for ". . . attached Pro-
cedures . . . based on the fix in the preambular language (see
point 4 under "Preambular Language" above).

Strategic Offensive Arms JDT, Procedures

1. The US proposal to combine paras. I.1l and I.2, Karpov
sald, was not a good one. Since "modern SIBM" is not defined
elsewhere, we should follow "trails already blazed" in formulating
this definition and maintaining paras. 1, 2, and 3 in their
present format. He went through a rather lengthy discussion
indicating that the Soviet side considers this language to be
in the category mentioned above in point 2 under "Preambular
Language." The "trail already blazed" in this case is the
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July 24, 1972 agreed clarification concerning SLBMs, which
Karpov referred to as "that well-known document", and the
Soviet position is that we should avoid reformulating such
an agreed definition.

2. For the same reason as above, Karpov sald we should
stick with ". . . installed . . ." rather than use ". . . deployed
. " in para. 2. Georgi sald that seemed reasonable. (Note:
Contrary to the impression gained on April 9 and noted in A-162
Rarpov salid during this discussion that he did not h=ave, nor
had he seen, the English-language text of the refereiced "agreed
clarification’.)

3. Karpov said, with reference to para. I.3, that it did
not appear particularly useful to shorthand the title of the
Interim Agreement. This applied also to the other places where
such shortened reference had been proposed, based primarily on
the US-proposed change to the preambular language of the Protocol.

L4, See title of Section III. It was agreed to correct the
order of "ballistic missile submarines and SLBM launchers", to
correspond to the formulation of this title, throughout the
document (cpecifically in paras. 2, 3, and i of the Protocol
and para. L.4 of the Erocedures),

5. Rather than the change proposed by the US side for
para. I1II.2, Karpov proposed "any of the foregoing . . ." to
accomplish the same purpose.

6. In para. IV(a), Karpov proposed that since the SCC is
mentioned so few times in these doctuments, it should be given
due respect by having its name spelled out rather than abbreviated.
Georgi agreed.

7. In para. IV(b), ". . . the Protocol thereto . . ." should
stay in, based on the discussion and the conclusion concerning
not referring to all the pertinent documents together as "the
Interim Agreement" (see point 3 above under "Preambular Language').

ABM Procedures, Protocol

1l. For all US-proposed changes not accepted or revised,
see corresponding discussilon above, under Strategic Offensive
Arms, Protocol.

SECRET/EXDIS
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<. Dropping the word "aforementioned" from paras. 1, 2, 3,
5, and 6, as well as the wmnumbered penultimate paragraph was
not accepted based on stanaard practice and on the failure to
adopt the ". ., . hereinafter referred to as the ABM Treaty . . .
in the preambular language.

"

3. Reference para. 3, Karpov said that although he understood
the US attempt to improve the language in the second iine without
affecting the substance, this formulation had been the subject of
such detailed scrutiny and negotiation perhaps it was better left
alone unless there were some important reason to change it. Since
the US side had clearly said no substance was involved in any of
its proposed changes, it would appear that no such reason existed.
(Note: Karpov quite clearly indicated that it would be difficult
to change this language at this point since, as a Soviet proposal
(8CC-II), it had been subject to close review and approval in
Moscow. Georgi and FitzGerald agreed that since the suggested
change had been purely editorial, it was probably all right to
leave the sentence as it was.

1"

. iﬁﬁ; L, Reference para. 6. See above . discussion of ". . . not

inconsistent with the provisions . . ." under "Strategic Offensive

. - Arms JDT, Protoccl”, point 2 under "Protocol, Numbered Paragraphs".
-’ g
7 5. Reference penultimate paragraph. Corresponding discussion
under Strategic Offensive Arms JDT, Protocol applies.

ABM JDT, Procedures

1. Paragraph I.4 -- gee point 4 in immediately preceding
section above on ". . . not inconsistent with the provisions . . .".

2. Reference para. II.2, Karpov asked what point in time
"present" indicated, noting that this procedure affected the US
side only and that he was prepared to leave the formulation as it
was in the November 16, 1973 JDT and his question was motivated by
curiosity only. He said perhaps it would be just as well to drop
the word "present", and avoid raising a question. Georgi replied
that seemed like a useful suggestion, and accepted it.

3. ZReference para. II.4, Karpov said he was similarly curious
about the meaning of "the entire area". DeSimone explained that
it had been intended to mean all of the area in which work had been
in progress on the future ABM site, affecting the natural contours
of the terrain, and asked whether the Soviet side wished to propose

SECRET/EXDIS
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an editorial change to clarify the text. Karpov saild that he
appreciated the explanation and that having heard it he thought
no change was required.

L. Reference para. II.S5, Karpov suggested that ". . . by
the SCC . . ." wasg unnecessary, since it was clear from the entire
document how the Procedures were being agreed. Georgi said he
thought striking those words a useful fix which the US side could
accept.

5. Reference para. I1.6, spell out Standing Consultative
Commission; see above, point 6 under "Strategic Offensive Arms
JDT, Procedures".

Attachments:
1. Soviet SCC Component Working Document, Strategic Offensive
Arms Procedures, ) :
2. Soviet SCC Component Working Document, ABM Procedures

SCC:?ﬁEﬁSimone:bjg

¢

SECRET/EXDIS
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Attachment No. 1

Official translation

Working Document of the
Soviet SCC Component
April 11, 1974

( ¢

STANDING CONSULTATI VE COMMISSION

PROTOCOL,
PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING
OR DESTRUCTION,AND NOTTFICATION THEREOF, FOR
STRATEGIC OFFIENSIVE ARMS

Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation
of the Interim Agreement between the United States of
America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republice
on Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation
::‘i'i : of Strategic Offensive Arms of May 26. 1972, the
- Protocol thereto, and the Agreed Statements regarding

that Agreement, the Parties thereto have, within the
framework of the Standing Consultative Commission,
'agreed upon procedures governing replacement, diémantling
or destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic
offensive arms limited by that Interim Agreement, as
they are formulated in the Attachment which constitutes
an integral part of thisg Protocol.

The Parties have also agreed on the following
general guidelines:

1. The attached Procedures shall apply only

to systems to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed

%h—f
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pursuant to the provisions of the alforementioned
Interim Agreement;

2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic-
missile (ICBM) launchers or ballistic-missile sub-
marines and submarine-lasunched ballistic missile
(SLBM? launchers shall be on the basis of
Articles III and IV of the Interim Agreement, the
Protocol thereto, and applicabhle Agreed Statements;

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for

.ICBM launchers and associated facilities and for
ballistic-missile submarines and SIBM launchers

shall ensure that they would be put in a condition
that precludes the possibility of their use for
.1aunching ICBMs or SLBMs, respectively; shall ensure
that reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed
would be detectable by nati onal technical means;
shall be such that reactivation time of these units
would not be substantially less than the time required
for new construction; and shall breclude unreasonable
delays in dismantling or destruction;

L, Dismantling or destruction procedures shall
be formulated separately for soft and for silo land-
based ICBM launchers as well as Tor ballistic-missile

submarines and SLBM Ltaunchers;

‘ SECRET
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction
procedures snall ensure that adequate verification
can be accomplished by natlonal technical means in
accordance with Article V of the Interim Agreement;
6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance
with ﬁhe attached Procedures, facilities remaining
at land-based ICBM launch sites, and submarines, mav,
at the discretion of the Parties, be used for purposes

not inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim

"Agreement and the Protocol thereto;

/7. Through timely and appropriate procedures,
the Parties shall notify each other of the number and

type of launchers being dismantled or destroyed and

the number of replacement launchers; and/l

Z?. Through appropriate procedures, the Parties
shall notify each other of the number of dismantled or
destroyed launchers and thg number of such launchers
used for replacement; an§72

8. The number of replacement ballistic-missile
submarines which are under coastruction simultaneously
shall not exceed a number consistent with a normal
construction schedule. A normal construction schedule
is understood to be one consistent with the past or

present constructior practices of each Party.

SECRET
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This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall
enter into forcc uron signature of this Protocol and
remain in force for the duration of the Interim Agree-
ment, and may be amended by the Standing Consultative
Commission as 1t deems appropriate.

Done at Geneva cn » in two copies,

each in the English and Russian languages, both texts

being equally authentic,

Commissioner, Commissioner,
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist
America Republics

1. Proposed by U.S8. side. .

2. Proposed by Sovict side.
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ATTACHMENT

STANDING CONSTILTATIVE COMMISSTION

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLTNG OR
DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOIF', FOR STRATEGIC
OFFENSLVE ARMS

I. General

1. Within the limits of the levels established
for each Party, launchers for land-based inter-
continental ballistic missiles (ICBMs) of older types,
deployed prior to 1964, launchers for ballistic
missiles on any nuclear-powered submarines, and
launchers for modern ballistic missiles on diesel

submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic

missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines.

2. Modern submarine-launched ballistic missiles
are; for the United States, missiles installed in all
nuclear-powered submarines; and for the Soviet Union,
missiles of the type installed in nuclear-powered
submarines made operational since 1965 /In addition,
all submarine-launched ballistic missiles first
tested after 1964 are modern submarine-launched
ballistic missiles./*

3. Launchers for older ballistic missiles on

diesel submarines may not be used for the replacement

SECRET
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purposes provided for in the Protocol to the Interim
Agreement on Certain Measures with Respect to the
Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms.

4, Dismantling or destruction of replaced
launchers shall be initiated no later than the date
of the beginning of sea trials of a replacement
submarine. Initiation of any of the actions in
Section II below shall constitute initiation of
dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher.
Initiation of any of the actions in Section ITI
below shall constitute initiation of dismantling or
destruction of?%allistic—missile submarine or
SLBM launcher.

5. The beginning of sea trials of a replacement
ballistic—miséile submarine shall be the date on
which such a submarine first operates under its own
power away from the harbor or port in which the
construction or fitting out of the submarine was
performed.

/B. Notification of dismantling or destruction
and replacement activities shall be given through the
SCC twice annually, reflecting the status as of the
beginning of each regular session. The notification
shall contain:

(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964

and for balllistic-missile launchers on

Approved For Release 2004/01/215CIAIRDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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older submarines, the number and type
(silo ICBM launcher, soft ICBM launcher,
or SLBM launcher) on which dismantling
or destruction 1s in process and the
number and type on which dismantling or
destruction action has been completed
since the last report in the SCC.

(b) For replacement SLBM launchers, the
number which are on submarines that will
begin sea trials during the next six-
month period, and the number which are
on submarines that have begun sea trials
since the last report in the SCC;7&

/6. Notification of completed dismantling of

- ICBM laﬁnchers and ballistic-missile launchers on
replaced submarines shall be given through the Standing
Consultative Commission twice annually, reflecting the
status as of the beginning of each regular session of
the Commission. The notification shall contain
information for the past six months on the number of
dismantled ICBM launchers and ballistic-missile
launchers on replaced submarines, as well as on the
number of such launchers replaced by launchers on

modern submarines during that period./°

- SECRET
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-’ 7. Each Party may on a voluntary basis add
. S other information 1o the notifications if it consideis

such inforwation necesgsary to assure confidence in
compliance with the obligations assumed unuer the
Interim Agreement.

IT. Procedurcs for Dismantling or Destruction of Land-
Based ICEM Launchers Replaced by SLEM Launchers

l. In all caces the following actions shall be
accomplished in carrying out dismantling or destruction:
(a) removal from the launch site of the supply
of’ missiles and theilr components, warheads,
and mobile equipment;

(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, all

N’ erecting and handling equipment, and

éiiai 3 ' propellant-handling equipment, /Tocated
at the launch site or associated with it/*
[associated with the launcher and located
at the launch sitg72 and removal of all
dismantled equipment from the launch site.
Launch equipment is understood to be
systems, components, and instruments
required to launch a missile.

2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition
to the actions specified in‘paragraph 1, the following
actions shall be performed:

N SECRET
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/areas of the launch pads centered on the
launch stand anrnd at least 30 meters in
diamete£7l /Tocations of launch device
emplacement, or launch pads/? and missile
launch control posts (bunkers) shall be
made unusable by dismantling or destruction;
fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled
and removed from the launch site;
debris of locations of launch devices or
launch pads, of missile launch control
posts (bunkers), and of fuel storage tank
foundations may be removed, and, after
six months, the places where they were

located may be covered with earth.

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition

to the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following

actions shall be performed:

(a)

silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas
ducting, launch tubes /silo headworks,
and launch control bunker§7:L shall be
dismantled or destroyed. Dismantled
components shall be removed from the
launch site;

after the actions provided for in sub-

paragraph (a) above have been accomplished,

SECRET
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the silc shall remain open for a period
of six months, after which it /shall/t
[Fay7® be filled with earth;

/F. After dismantling or destruction has been
accomplished in accordance with the sbove procedures,
facilities remaining at ICBM launch sites may not be
used either for storage, support or launch of ICBMs,
or for storage or support of ICBM-capable launchers,
but may, at the discretion of the sides, be used for
other purposes not inconsistent with the provisions
of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto#7l

5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM
launchers shall be coupleted no later than four months
after tne replacement submarine begins sea trials.
ITT. Procedurés for Dismantling or Destruction of

Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers

Replaced by New Ballistic-Missile Submarines
and SLBM Launchers

1. The following procedures, from which each
Party may choose, are acceptable for dismantling or
destruction of ballistic-missile submarines and SLEM
launchers:
(a) sinking of the submarine with its launchers
in international waters of at least 2000
meters depth. /When this procedure for

ballistic-missile submarine destruction

SECRET
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is chosen, notification of the time and
location of the planned destruction shall
be given to the other side at least one
month prior to the planncd destruction 1;
(b) scrapping the submarine and its launchers
in the open /in predesignated shipyardg?%
Scrapping shall involve extensive
disassembly;
(¢) removing the submarine's missile section
in the open Zih predesignated shipyard§7%
/(d) removal of the launch tubes or cutting off
the upper part of the tubes together with
the superstructure above themi7£
/(e) for "H-Class" submarines the following
procedures will apply: removal of launch
tubes in the open in predesignated ship-
yards., The shipyards to be used for
ballistic-missile submarine dismantling
shall be agreed between the Parties.
(1) That entire part of the superstructure
(including the fairwater) and outer
hull above the missile compartment

of the submarine will be removed.

SECRET
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That section of the missile compart-
ment pressure hull (hull crown plating
and frame segments) which contains
a<l of the hull penetrations for the
missile launch tubes, as well as the
missile launch tubeé will be removed.
The pressure hull and outer hull may
then be restored only by weloing into
place new sections without launch
tube penetrations.

No superstructure or fairwater will
be replaced over the section of the
submarine from which the launch tubes

have been removed;7l

2. Any of. the foregoing actions shall be completed

no later than six months after the replacement sub-

marine begins sea trials.

3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube

hatches shall be left open throughout the entire period

of dismantling,

and missiles and missile-launching

equipment shall be removed.

IV. Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic-Missile

Submarine Lost at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair

In the event that a ballistic-missile submarine

is lost at sea or disabled beyond repalr, such a

SECRET
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submarine may be replaced by another ballistic-
missilc submarine in accordance with the following:
(a) notification of the loss or disablement
shall be made to the other Party. through
the Stamding Consultative Commission;
(b) the number of launchers on the replacement
ballistic-missile submarine shall not
cause the total number of launchers to
exceed that authorized in the Interim
Agreement and the Protocol thereto;
(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine
shall be dismantled or destroyed in
accordance with Section III of these

Procedures.

s

SECRET
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND

DATE: April 5, 1974
TIME: 1100 to 1315

PLACE: Soviet Migsion, Geneva
suBJecT: Meeting of Editorial Review Group

PARTICIPANTS: us USSR
Col. C. G. FitzGerald Mr, A. S. Yereskovsky
LTC ¥, P. DeSimone Capt. Ye. G. Korobchenko
Mr. P. Afanasenxo Mr. Ye. N. Kochetkov
(Interpreter) = (Interpreter)

The Editorial Review Group met for the first time to begin
work on the nonsubstantive changes to the unbracketed portions
of the November 16, 1973 Joint Draft Texts, which the US Com-
ponent of the SCC wanted to propose based on the review of those
texts performed in Washington during the recess between 5CC-II
and SCC-ITI.

FitzGerald explained the background and purposes of the
various changes the US side intended to propose, emphasizing
the same pointes made by Graybeal to Ustinov when it was decided
to go ahead with this work. He pointed out that 1t was considered
important that SCC work continue at this time, and sald that

‘doing this "editorial" work now would no doubt save a great deal

of time later on in this SCC session. Ilie explained that the
JDTg had been reviewed by various experts In Washington, includ-
ing legal advisors, and that many comments and suggestions had
been made which were intended to improve the accuracy, com-
pleteness, and clarity of the JDTs. He then reviewed the various
kinds of changes which he intended to suggest. These included
some changes which would put the JDTs into better treaty-type
language; we were already aware of the need for certain of these
when we completed work on the JDTs at the end of SCC-IT. Some
changes would affect the English text only, in order to conform
the Russian and English texts more closely., Other changes were
simply intended to improve the English syntax, either from the
legal point of view or for editorial reasons only. FitzGerald
remarked again that the US side considered all of these changes
nonsubstantive, even though in certain casesgs a change to the
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Russian language text might be required. He wanted to make 1t
clear again that there was no intenziion on the US side to change
the substantive meaning of any of the language which had alrcady
been preliminarily agrced Ly Commissioners on November 16, 1973.
He also noted that, although we were not yet addressing any
bracketed paragraphs, we had included in the working document
prepared for today's mecting paragraphs which had brackets
within them, in cases where the agreed portions of those para-
graphs, in our view, needed some nonsubstantive revision. He
emphasized to the Soviet participants that any problem whatsoever
they had with our approach on the specific changes we were sug-
gesting should be fully and frankly discussed. The purpose of
this work was to make the JDTs better; we wanted to do this in

a spirit of mutual cooperation and not create any new problems.

Yereskovsky indicated that the Soviet side understood all
that FitzGerald had said and that the approach being taken
presented no particular problems.

FitzGerald then provided the Soviet participants with
copies of both the Offensive Arms and ABM JDTs which reflected
211 of the US-suggested changes, as well as an unofficlal trans-
lation into Russian of both documents (see Attachment No. 1 for
the English langiage texts, and Attachment No. 2 for copies of the
November 16, 1973 JDTs with the suggested changes marked in).

The US participants then procecded to go through the docu-
ments, identifying the proposed changes and explaining the reasons
for them as necessary. Due to the slow nature of This process,
it was decided to work only on the Protocols today, leaving the
Procedures for a follow-on meeting. In general, the Soviet
participants appeared to be intent on simply listening; discussion
across the table was limited to gquestions and answers for clari-
fication, and some limited discussion of the effect of certain
changes on the text. Korobchenko initiated a good bit of internal
discussion on the Soviet side; Yereskovsky made a point of not
allowing this to become joint discussion, across the table, of
reactions to the US suggestions.

There was, however, some preliminary reaction discernible
on certain points. Specifically, the change in the 5th line of
the preambular language in the Offensive Arms Protocol appeared
to gilve the Soviets some trouble, apparently based on both a
possible Russian language problem and a possible ambiguity con-
cerning what would be meant when the phrase "the Interim Agrece-
ment" was used throughout the document. The US participants
made it clear that the suggested change was designed to improve

SECRET/EXDIS
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clarity, not reduce 1t, and that we would be responsive to the
reactions of the Soviet side, including possgible alternative

1" . "

fixes,

The Soviet participants appeared to have no trouble with
the proposed change in the 7th line of the precmbular language
and seemed unopposed to it and other changes which were intended
to make 1t clear that Protocol and Procedures were a single
document. Nevertheless, the suggested fix to the penultimate
paragraph of the Protocol--concerning amendments--seemed to be
a problem, primarily due to the rendering into Russian, which
might appear to separate the Protocols and Procedures rather than
draw them more closely together into a single document. The
possibilities. of alternative fixes were discussed, including that
of explicitly stating that the Protocol and "attached procedures"
form a single, iIntegral document. The September 30, 1971 Agreement
on Measures to Improve the Direct Communications Link was cited
as containing a precedent for such a solution.

Other suggested changes, not noted above, were discussed and
tied to the applicable legal and editorial reasons. Yereskovsky
tcok copious notes in order to be able to properly consider them
and provide some reaction from the Soviet side as soon as possible.

The next meeting was scheduled for April 9, 1974, at which
time the suggested changes to the Offensive Arms and ABM Procedures
could be discussed.

Attachments:
1. U5 Working Document
2, JDTs, November 16, 1973

SCC:FPDe?imone:bd
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STANDING CONSUITATIVE COMMISSION

PROTOCOL

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION,
AND NOTTFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSTVE ARMS

Pursuant to, and in implementation of, the provisions
of the Interim Agreement between the United States of America
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on Certain
Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic
Offensive Arms, of May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto,
N t and the related Agreed Statements, hereinafter referred

to as the Interim Agreement, the Parties thereto have within

¢

the framework of the Standing Consultative Commission
agreed on the attached procedures governing replacement,
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for
strategic offensive arms limited by the Interim Agreement.

The Parties have also agreed on the following general
guldelines:

1. The attached procedures shall apply only to systems
to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed pursuant to the

Interim Agreement;

Approved For Release 2004/01/%: gﬁp 000400010001-2
(W



" Approved For Rglease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435W400010001-2 .

SECRET

e e ettt

9]

e -

2, Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic
missile (ICBM) launchcrs or submarine-launched ballistic
missile (SLBM) launchers and ballisticlmissile submarines
shall be on the basis of Articles IIT and IV of the Interim
Agreement, the Protocol thereto, and'applicable Agreed
Statements;

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM
launchers and associated facilities and for SILBM launchers
and ballistic—missilé submarines shall ensure that they would
be put in a condition that precludes the possibility of
their uge for launching ICBMs or SLBMs, respectively; shall
ensure that reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed
would be detectable by national technical means; shall be
such that reactivation time of these units would not be
substantially less than the time required for new construction;
and shall preclude unregsonable delays in dismantling or
destruction;

L, Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be
formulated separately for soft and for silo land-based
ICBM lauwnchers as well as for SLBM launchers and ballistic:
missile'submarines;

5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction pro:
cedures shall ensure that adequate verification can be

accomplished by national technical means 1n accordance with

Article V of the Interim Agreement;
Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with
the attached procedures, facilities remaining at land-based
ICBM launch sites, and submarines may, at the discretion of
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent
with the Interim Agrecment;

7. (Paragraph 7 is not yet agreed)

8. The number of replacement.ballistic;hissile sub-
marines which are under construction simultaneously shall
not exceed a number consistent with a normal construction
schedule. A normal construction schedule 1s understood to
be one consistent with the past or present construction
practices of each Party,

This Protocol, including its Attachment, shall
enter into force upon signature and remain in force for
the duration of the Interinm Agreement and may be amended

by the Standing Consultative Commission (5CC) as it deems

approﬁgér%?lgd For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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Done at Geneva on s in two copies, each

in the IEnglish and Russian languages, both texts being equally

authentic.

Commissioner, Commissioner,
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist
America Republics
SECRET
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ATTACIIMENT

STANDING CONSULTATTVE COMMISSION

PROCEDURES GOVERNING RePLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION,

I.

AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS
General

1. Within the limits of the levels egtablished for
each Party, launchers for land-based intercontinental ballistic
missiles (ICBMs) of older types, deployed prior to 1964,

launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear-powered
submarines,

and launchers for modern ballistic missiles on
diesel submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic

missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines.

Modern

¢

submarine-launched ballistic missiles are:

for the United
States, missiles installed in all nuclear-powered submarines;

and for the Soviet Union, missiles of the type which are
deployed on nuclear-powered submarines made operational since
1965. /In addition, all submarine-launched ballistic

missiles first tested after 1964 are modern submarine-
launched ballistic missiles_7'l/

2. Launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel
submarines may not be used for the replacement purposes

provided for in the Protocol to the Interim Agreement,
3.

Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers

shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning

1/  Proposed by the U.S. side,

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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of sea trials of a replacement submarine. Initiation of any
of the actions in Sectién JT below shall constitute
initiation of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher.
Initiation of any of the actions in Section III below shall
constitute initiation of dismantling or destruction of an
SLBM launcher or ballistic;missile sﬁbmarine.

., The date of the beginning of sea trials of é replacement
ballistic-missile submarine shall be the date on which such
a submarine first operates under its own power away from
the harbor or port in which the construction or fitiing out
of the submarine was performed.

5. (Paragraph 5 is not yet agreed)

SECRET
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6. FEach Party may on a voluntary basls add other
information to the notifications if it considers such
information necessary to assure confidence in compliance
with the obligations assumed under the Interim Agreement.
IT., Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land-

Based ICBM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers

1. In all cases the following actions shall be
accomplished in carrying out dismantling or destruction:

(a) removal from the launch site of the supply of
missiles and their components, war-
i heads, and mobile equipment;
i %i-f - (b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, all
' erectiné and handling egquipment, and propellart-
handling eguipment, Zibcated at the launch
site or associated with iE7'l/KEssociated
wifh the launcher aﬁd located at the launch
sit§7'g/ and removal of all dismantled
equipment from the launch site., Launch equip-
ment is understood to be systems. components,
and instruments required to launch a
é missile, |
(Paragraphs 2-4 are not yet agreed)
~2/ Proposed by the Soviet side.

Approved For Release 2004/01/21g16:1AsRPP80T00435A000400010001-2



"

(

#

Approved For Releaee 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A0Q0400010001-2

SECRET
7 U
- s

5. Dismantling or destruction of rcplaced ICBM
launchers shall be completed no later than four months

fter the replacement submarine begins sea trials.

IIT. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Ballistic-

Missile Submarines and SIBM Launchers Replaced by New

Ballistic~Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers

1. The following procedures, from which each Party

may choose, are acceptable for dismantling or destruction

of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM launchers:
(Sub-paragraphs (a) - (e) are not yet agreed)

2. Dismantling or destruction actions shall be

completed no later than six months after the replacement
stbmarine begins sea trials.

3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube hatches
shall be left open throughout the entire period of dismantling;
and missiles and missile-launching equipment shall be
removed,

IV.

Procedures for Replacement of & Ballistic~Missile

Submarine Lost at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair

In the event that a ballistic-missile submarine is
lost at sea or disabled beyond repair, such a submarine

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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may be replaced by another ballistic-missile submarine
in accordance with the following:
(a) notification of the loss or disablement shall
be made to the other Party thiough the SCCs
(b) the number of launchefs on the replacement
ballistic-missile submarine shall not cause
the total number of launchers to exceed that
authorized 1n the Interinm Agreement; and
(c) +the disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall
be dismantled or destroyed in accordance with

Section IIT of these Procedures.

Approved For Release 2004/01I%IE:C%IEQT-RDPSOT00435A00040001 0001-2
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U.8. Working Document
April 5, 1974

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSTON

PROTOCOL

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENL, DISMANTLING OR LCESTRUCTION,
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR

COMPONENTS

Pursuant to, and in implementation of, the provisilons
of the Treaty between the United States of America and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Timitation of
Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, and the
related Agreed Statements, hercinafter referred to as the
Treaty, the Parties thereto have within the framework of
the Standing Consultative Commission agreed on the attached
procedures governing replaeemenﬁ, dismantling or destruction,
and notification thereof, for ABM systems and their com;
ponents limited by the Treaty.

The Parties have also agreed on the following general
guidelines:

1. The attached procedures shall apply only to systems
or thelr components to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed

pursuant to the Treaty;

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2

[



Approved For Relgase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AQ80400010001-2 .

SECRET

"D
3.

E}%ﬁ Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers shall
be initiated no later than the date of the beginning of sea trials

.
of a replacement submarine, E?h% initiation of any of the actions

= conshtute
in Section II below shallE;rwxmﬂédered;fe—&&qﬁ@ﬂinitiation of

dismantling or destruction of an ICBM lauvncher. phelinitiation

= censtitute
of any of the actions in Section III below shallE%e—consé&eveémae

~be—thel initiation of dismantling or destruction of an SLBM 1aunchereatsr
allistc- WI:SNQ s\(_«z\b rosrne .
< . |4
1;8%3 TheAbeginning of sca trials of a replacement ballistice

shodl -
missile submarine E—s—cmﬁved—-ﬁ-a be the date on which such a

submarine first operates under its owm power away from the harbor
or port in which the construction or fitting out of the submarine

’

was performed,

5.

zzk' Notification of dismantling or destruction and replacement
activities shall be given through ghe SCC twice annually., reflecting
the status as of the beginning of each regular session., The
notlfication shall contain:
(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964 and for

ballistic missile launchers on older submarines,

the number and type (silo ICBM launcher, soft ICBM

launcher, or SLBM launcher) on which dismantling or

destruction is in process and the number and type

on ﬁhich dismantling or destruction action has been

Approved For Releasg12004103 12 - CiA-RDE SO THO435A000400010001-2
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction pro-
cedures shall ensurc that adequate verification can be
accomplished by national technical means in accordance wiih
Article XII of the Treaty:

6. After dismantling or destrﬁction in accordance
with the attached procedures, facilities remaining
at ABM launch or ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent
with the Treaty; and

(Paragraph 7 is not yet agreed)

This Protocol, including iﬁs Attachment, shall
enter into force upon signature and remain in force for
the duration of the Treaty and may be amended by the
Standing Consultative Commission (SCC) as it deems appropriate,

Done at Geneva on > in two copies, each

in the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally

authentic,

Commissioner, Commissioner,
United States of Union of Soviet Socialist

’ Aégrrl'gseldcéor Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435385040b6F0001-2
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, AND

NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS

L. Ixcess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges

l. Above-ground launchers and assoclated equipment
shall be removed from the sites, and the entire part of the

launch pad containing the launcher mount and reinforcements

shall be dismantled or destroyed. Launch-pad debrlis may
be removed and after six months the location covered with
g  earth.
‘-ﬂj 2. Silo launchers shall be made unﬁsable by dismantling
or destruction of their above-ground structurcs /and/ .
15372 headworks and removal of launcher rails. Silo-
launcher debris may be removed and after six months the
silos shall be filled with carth.
3. The dismantling or destruction actions described
in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be completed no later than

three months after their initiation.

L, Facilities associated with dismantled or destroyed

ABM launchers at test ranges may, at the discretion of
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent
wWwith the Treaty.

L ; (Paragraph 5 is not yet agreed
R ' Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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2  Pronozed byv the Sovict gide.




Approved For Rglegse 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435W0010001-2.

II. ABM PFacilities at Malmstrom

1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar buildings
shall be cut off.

2. Radar buildings for which wall construction had
commenced shall be left uncovered iﬁ their present un-
completed state for six months after which they may be
covered with earth.

3. Launcher facilities and radar buildings for
which only foundations had been completed shall be covered
wilth earth.

4, TBarth grading of the entire area shall be accom-
plished and construction materials removed.

5. Dismantling or destruction activities shall te initiated
no later than six months after agreement by the SCC on these
procedures.

6. Notification that the above activities have been

completed shall be given through the SCC,.
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by Ceefiicssioners

Meaember 16, 1973

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

PRCTOCOL

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLAGEMENT, DISMANTILING OR DESTRUCTION,
AND NOTIFICATION TUHEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS
yod in implementotion of,

Pursuant toAthe provisions of the Interim Agreement between
the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist

Republics on Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of

Strategic Offensive Arms, of May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto,
relodted lr\e.re,mmﬁu referred o o the Thterim

and the/\Agreed Statements EQMW the Parties Epca-re.ww'f

thereto haveHw1th1n the framework.of the Standing Consultative
on e

CO"‘ImlSSlOIlH agreed W—-{eﬁ({l attachedﬁ procedures

governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, and
notification thercof, for strategic offensive arms limifed by
the

E:hat] Interim Agreement,

(=146

The Parties have also agreed E—e—-be-\g-ui-dﬁd_b.)}the following

general guidelines:
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1.

The aLLachcd!P/Bcodures shall apply only to systems to

pursuamt fo the
be replaced and dismantled or destroyedfunder the provisions of
the aforcmentione%]lnterim Acreement

2,

Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic missile
(ICBM) launchers or submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM)
launchers and balllstﬁslﬂlssile submarines shall be on the basis
of Articles III and IV of the Interim Agreement
thereto, and applicable Agreed Statements

the Protocol
3.

Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM launchers

L
and associated facilities and for SLBM launchers and ballistice

missile submarines shall ensure that they would be put in a
condition that precludes the possibility of their use for

launching - ICBMs or SLBMs, respectively; shall ensure that
reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed would be detectable
by national technical means

shall be such that reactivatiocn time
of these units would not be substantially less than the time

b

required for new constructionEJand shall preclude unreasonable
delays in dismantling or destruction

-for rmul o:(’z

Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be
Egoas&deied separately for soft and for silo land- based ICBM

launchers as well as for SLBM launchers and ballistic-missile
submarines;

r——

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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5., Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished by
national technical means in accordance with Article V of the

Interim Agreement;

6, After dismantling or destruction in accordance with the
attached Procedures, E#éﬂfacilities remaining at land-based ICBM
e

launch sites, andE%ﬁasubmarines, may, at the discretion of the

Rorties ,
E%E%%ﬂ,be used forEé%hefipurposes not inconsistent with the

E%ﬁﬁﬁﬁéeas—e@A#%ﬂInterim AgreementEéuLA#m~I#e&ee@4~the;e%§;

‘ 17. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the Parties

shall notify each other of the number and cype of launchers being

v

dismantled or destroyed and the number of replacement launchers;

and71

17. Through appropriate procedures, the Parties chall
notify each other of the number of dismantled or destroyed
launchers and the number of such launchers used for replacement;

and/

! Proposed by U,S. side.

Proposed by Soviet side.
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8.

The number of replacement ballistic-missile submarines

L]
which are under construction simultaneously shall not exceed a

number consistent with a normal construction schedule,

A normal
construction schedule is understood to be one consistent with 'Hae
past or present construction practices

[: eaclh
)r'v\dt&o(t'vg it Aﬂ’a&(«mw‘{"

Ty
enter it force
T&is Protoc0%d§&é~fhem&§a%ﬁhhiﬁhmnmﬁhﬂﬁ%ashal%Aremain in
force for the duration of the Interim Agreecment and may be
amended by the Standing Consultative Commission,as it deems
appropriate,

(Scc)

ool

A

Done at Geneva on

avthentic,

s

, in two copies, each in
the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally

Commissioner,
United States of

America

Commissioner,

Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics
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ATTACHMENT /

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, AND

NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

I. General e ( Pa.r
1. Within the llmlts of the levels established i'orE-ot—h—-e—réeﬂ
lawmchers fov : rissiles (TCBMs)

Aland based intercontinental balllstlcEmfesﬁ-}:e—(-i}GBMB-—%ﬁMM of
laumchers for

older types, deployed prior to 1964, ,ballistic mlSSl]_JEL&Hﬁ-e-h-e-fxﬂ on

any nuclear-powercd submarines, andAmodeln balllstlc missiles

laumchers far =
E—eaa-nehew?] on diesel submarines may be replaced byAballistic missileg

El—a-a-a-e—h—er—fa on modern nuclear-powered submarines. =y

g

‘E-r]mrine-launched ballistic missiles areEs-a-d-@r-s{ac&*

-e&—b-g: for the United States, missiles installed in all nuclear-

E\owered submarines; and for the Soviet Um.on mlsslles of the type
Ldkxc are ol.ep oye.d oun

nuclear-powered subma rines E&eﬁ-he%é@eem% operational

since 1965. _/_In addition, all submarine~launched ballistic misciles
first tested after 1964 are modern submarine-~launched ballistic

mn‘.ssiles./1

2.

97 Launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel submarines
may not be used for the replacement purposes provided for in the

Protocol to the Interim Agreement Ea-%&%bbawzwﬁh—&eepeu_

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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3.

E%{i Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers shall
be initiated no later than the date of the beginning of sea trials
of a replacement submarine, E;h% initiation of any of the actions

= con S“‘\“'U«'(’e.

in Section II below shallggenbuu,Ld:Luu tre—be—~the| initiation of

85

dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. initiation

consttute

of any of the actions in Section III below Sh&llE%e—tﬁﬂﬂféﬁfed—{e

-b@—%%@ainitiation of dismantling or destruction of an SLBM launcherea<sr
halliskhic- missile sulmarine .

Hhe
4—E§{3 The beg£g£1ng of sea trials of a replacement ballistic«
shodl -

missile submarlneE&rﬂnmrvnka%xk4§gbe the date on which such a
submarine first operates under its own power away from the harbor
or port in which the construction or fitting out of the submarine

was performed,

5.

l;k’ Notification of dismantling or destruction and replacement
activities shall be given through ghe SCC twice annually, reflecting
the status as of the beginning of each regular session. The
notification shall contain:

(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964 and for
ballistic missile launchers on older submarines,
the number and type (silo ICBM launcher, soft ICBM
launcher, or SLBM launcher) on which dismantling or
destruction is in process and the number and type
on which dismantling or destruction action has been

Approved For Releasg12004103/21.-CiA-RDBE0TEA435A000400010001-2
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(b) Tor replacement SLBM launchers, the numbnr which are
on subuwarines that will begin sea trials dqring the
next six-month period, and the number which are on
submavines thas have begun sea trials since the

-1
last report in the sce, /

ézészNotification of completed dismantling of ICBM launchers
and ballistic missile launchers on replaced submarines shall be
givén through the Standing Consultative Commission twice annually,
reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular session
of the Commission., The notification shall contain information for
the past six months on the number of dismantled ICBM launchers and
bailistic missile 1éﬁnchers on replaced submarines, as well as on
the number of such iaunchers replaced by launchers on modern

~2
submarines during that period./

é. Party
Eéﬂ Eachf%&kanmy on a voluntary basis add other information

to the notifications if it considers such information necessary to
assure confidence in compliance with the obligations assumed under

the Interim Agreement.
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IT. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land- Based

ICBM Launchers Replaced by SIBM Launchers

acconnghsked
1. In all cases the following actiens shall beE%ef£efme%]1n

carrying out dismantling or d;structlon:

(a) Rémoval from the launch site of the supply of
missiles and their components, warheads, and mobile

equipment;

(b) :Egsmantling of fixed launch equipment, all erecting
and handling equipment, and propellant-handling
equipﬁént, libcated at the leunch site or associated
with ié?l Lzssociated with the launcher and located
at thé launch sitg72 and removal of all dismantled
equipment from the léunch gite. Launch equipment is

understood to be systems, components, and instruments

required to launch a missile.

2, 1In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall be
performed:

(a) ereas of the launch pads centered on the launch
stand and at least 30 meters in diametcr71 ffocations
of launch device emplaccment, or launch pads7 and

L Approved For Ralease12004/01431 -GARRPEITE04350000400010001-2
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(b) Fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and removed
from the launch site;

(c) Debris of locations of launch devices or launch pads,
of missile launch control posts (bunkers), and of
fuel storage tank foundations may be removed, and,
after six months, the places where they were located
may be covercd with earth,

~
3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to the
7 actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall be
- performed: )

(a) Silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting,
launch tubes 1;110 headworks, and launch control
—1 .
bunkers/ shall be dismantled or destroyed. Dismantled

components shall be removed from the launch site.

(b) After the actions provided for in sub-paragcaph (a)
above have been accomplished, the silsa shall remain
open for a period of six months, after which it

— S
/shall/ _émaz/2 be filled with earth.
SECRET
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12. After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished
in accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining at
ICBM launch sites may not be used either for storage, support or
launch of ICBMs, or for storage or support of ICBM-czpable launchers,
but may, at the discretion of the sides, be used for other purposes
not inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim Agreement and

the Protocol theretq;71

5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM launchers
shall be completed no later than four months after the replacement

submarine begins sca trials,

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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ITI, DProcedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Ballistic~

Omvt—

Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers Replaced by New

Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLEM Tanmchers

—

Parly
1. The following procedures, from which eadnEﬁf@amay choose,

are acceptable for dismantling or destruction of ballisftic—missile
-

submarines and SLBM launchers:

(a) Sinking of the submarine with its launchers in
international waters of at least 2000 meters depth, lﬁhen
this procedure for ballistic missile submarine destruction is
chosen, notification of the time and location of the planned
destruction shall be given to the other side at least one

month prior toithe planned destruction7;

“(b) Scrapping the submarine and its launchers in the
— 1 . .
open/in predesignated shipyard§7. Scrapping shall involve

extensive disassembly,

(¢) Removing the submarine's missile section in the

openl?h predesignated shipyardi7}

/(@) kemoval of the launch tubes or cutting off the

upper part of the tubes together with the superstructure
-2
/
above them}/

SECRET
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For "H-Class'" submarines the following procedures will

apply: removal of launch tubes in the open in

predesignated shipyards. The shipyards to be used

for ballistic missile submarine dismantling shall

be agreed betwcen the Parties.

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

That entire part cf the superstructure (including
the fairwater) and outer hull above the missile

compartment of the submarine will be removed,

That section of the missile compartment pressure
hull (hull crown plating and frame segments) which
contains all of the hull penetrations for the
missile launch tubes, as well as the missile

launch tubes will be removed.

The pressure hull and outer hull may then be
restored only by welding into place new sections

without launch tube penetrations.

No superstructure oxr fairwater will be replaced
over the section of the submarine from which

-1
the launch tubes have been removeq;/

SECRET
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Dlswww%rg or desfruchion wmpletes.
2, EMf'ﬁTe—frmfpvmﬂactlons shall be Eeemnp-l—r-s-lm_] no

later than six months after the replacement submarine begins

sea trials,

3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube hatches shall
e
be left open throughout the cntire period of dismantling, and

missiles and missile-launching equipment shall be removed.
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IV. DProcedures for Replacemeni of a Ballistic-Missile Submarine

———y

Lost at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair

In the event that a ballisticemissile submarine is{a-eeidenta-}%ﬂ

lost at sea or disabled beyond repair, 'such a submarinec may be
ballistic-missiiz

replaced by anotherAsubmarine in accordance with the following:

(a) AMotification of the loss or disablement shall be made

Pa.jfu’ ﬂku.?h the Scc;

to the other |eitte—

(b) fhe number of launchers on the replacement ballistic—s.

numbesr of lomchers
missile submarine shall not cause the totalAto exceed
that authorized in the Interim Agreementj and E:he
Brotosoi-theseior]
o The _
(c) El—h(a disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall be

—

dismantled or destroyed in accordance with Section III of

these Procedures,
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0.3 Wtor"kwﬂ Document
April 5 193¢

Joint Draft Text
Plellmlnulm K"reOu

by Cgmmiq°non01q
MeGember 16, 1973 J

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMTSSION

PROTOCOL,

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTTION, AND

NOTITICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS
,omd i lenplementation of,
Pursuant toAthc: provisions of the Treaty between the United
States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on
the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems of May 26 1972,

relafed herednotfer refermd +o a5 the Tren:
and theAAgreed StatementsE-egarding»{—ha-evrreﬂ{i, the Parties

thereto haveE,_]w1th1n the frafnework oif the Standing Consultative

Commlsuovﬁ agreed Eyme——ﬁe—rﬂ attachedf;u procedures

governing replacement, dismantling or destructiovn, and

notification thereof, for ABM systems and their components
+th
limited byE?h—a%Treaty.
on

The Parties have also agreedw the following

general guidelines:

1. The attached/P/rocedures shall aprly only to systems or
' pwmwwnr

their components to be replaced and dismantled or destroyedE&ad-ex.

<

P R R, £

7% N e
ASRT A TP o ¥ VI-B-3-OFr II—_UJ.ﬁ_‘IIl‘_ u;.ur*\:nlLuLJ.ULlC!ﬂ Treaty;
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2. Any replacement of ABM systems or their components shall
be on the basis of Article VII of theE%éefemes&&ww%gﬁkeaty and
applicable Agreed Statements; dismantling or destruction of ABM
systems or their components in excess @f the numbers or outside
the areas specified by the Treaty shall be on the basis of
Article VIII of tth%fc%emeﬁééeﬂeE}Treaty and applicable Agreed
Stateménts;

3, Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM systems or
(wnplemented pursuam

Article VII regarding replécement of these systems or their
components and Article VIII of theE%E&feme&€éeneélTreatyeashall
ensure that these systems or their components and facilities
associated with those components (except for facilities at test
ranges) would be put in a conditiop that precludes the possibility
of their use for ABM purpcses; sha%l ensure that reactivation of
units dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of these
units would not be substantially less than the time required for

>
new constructionEaand shall preclude unrecasonable delays in

dismantling or destruction;

4. Replaccment and dismantling or destruction procedures
formudofed
shall beE&mﬁyﬁkﬁx%ﬂseparately for above~-ground and siloc ARM

launchers and for ABM radars;
Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedurecs
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished by

natioual technical wmeans in accordance with Ariicle XIT of the

E%@&eemew@éeaaéJTreaty;

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with the
Qr

attached ‘rocedures,E%Qafacilities remaining at ABM launchtgﬁéﬂ

-————

ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of the Parties, be used for

E%%he%]purposes not inconsistent with theE%fev%eéeﬁewwf~fhe

—

el ) han PR PN AT I AL A I - PR }
eroremertdi-enad Treaty [L:_:ru SRS Te AT TE So-Stad ‘.*.“.’“1’11,;1; and

—

_?. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the Parties
shall notify each other of the number and type (above-ground or
silo) of ABM launchers and the number of ABM radars being

dismantled or destroyed, and the number of replacement ABM

launchers and ABM radars./

17. Through appropriate procedures, the Parties shall notify
each other of the number of dismantled or destroyed ABM launchers
and ABM radars, and the number of ABM launchers and ABM radars

-2
used for replaccment./

1 Proposed by U,S, side,

Proposed by Soviet side.
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(‘mc(u-dx‘v& it A‘f‘s‘fw’mw@wf, ahodl enter (ato 16013 pev )
) Sgrature
Tliis Protoco%\andfghe— < g ha%é}remain in
force for the duraticn of theEé#eF@ﬁe&bhﬁﬁégTTeaty and may be
, (Jcc)
-amended by the Standing Consultative Commissio%«as it deems
appropriate,
Done at Geneva on - » in two copies, each in
the Engliish and Russian languages, both texts being equally
authentic,
Commissioner, Commissioner,
v ’ United States of Union of Soviet Socialist
- 7 America Republics
V '
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STANDING CONSUTTATIVE COMMISSION

PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION,

AND NOTITICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS

I. Excess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges

1. Above-ground launchers and associatad equipment shall be
removed from the sites, and the entire part of the launch pad
containing the launcher mount and reinforcements shall be

dismantled or destroyed. Launch~pad debris may be removed and

after six months the location coverecd with earth,

2. Silo launchers shall be made unusakle by dismantling or
. — =1 -2
destruction of their above-ground structures fand/" /Joxr/ =~ head-

works and removal of féuncher rails. Silowlauncher debris may be
shal
removed and after six months the silostyi&%}be filled with ecarth,

3. The dismantling or destruction actjons described in

oqw\.P(e—TQd
Eﬁx&mgﬂd*ﬁwﬁﬂno later than three

paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be
months after their initiation.
4. Facilities associated with dismantled or destroyed ABM

e s
launchers at test ranges may, at the discretion of the (eided, be

used for purposes not inconsistent with theE?%e#ieie&&«&ﬁaﬁﬁa

) . . . e e . y) Lty
TrcatyE-n——#:ha Lltettor-of-ABN-Systomsy—and appitea
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5. Notification of the _/_Ectivities provided for in
paragraphs 1 and 2 that are in process and that have been
Comploteyc_ijl _/_Eompletion of the activities provided for in
paragraphs 1 and _2_72 shall be given through the Standing
Consultative Commission twice annually'reflecting the status as

of the beginning of each regular session of the Conmission,

IT. ABM TFacilities at Malmstrom

" 1. Metal reinforcing rods onEhe} radar buildings shall be

cut off.

2, E”«h—esti radar buildings for which wall construction had
commenced shall be left uncovered in their present uncompleted

state for six months after which they may be covered with earth.

3. Launcher facilities and E-heeél radar buildings for which

only foundations had been coupleted shall be covered with earth,

4. Earth grading of the entire arca shall be accomplished

and construction materialsE&h-eH—ba removed,

or destruction

5. Dismantling,\activities shall be initiated no later than

S CccC

six months after agrecement by theES.Lﬂnﬂmo Consultative—Commicsd 93
b:*hc—n,r}:t'mrﬁprocedures

6. Notification that the above activities have been completed
Scc
shall be given through the |[Geas ardinp—6Gonsultatdye sz'm.issioa.
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Meeting, April 2

>
US Mission, Geneva

1974
Brig. Gen. Ustinov
Gen. Georgil Mr. KXarpov
Col. C. G. PitzGerald Mr. Yereskovsky
Mr, Anderson Col. Starodubov
Lt., Col. Bartos Capt. Mazerkin
Lt. Col. DeSimone Col, Belyanin
Mr. Long Capt. Kuznetcov
= / Lt. Cdr. Martin : Mr. Sazonov
Lt. Col. Pettyjohn
\ Mr. Afanasenko (Interpretcr)
Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter)

Mr. Kochetkov (Inberpreter)

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter)
Capt. Korobchenko {(Military
Interpreter)

had been used,

(Attachment No. 1).

Commissioner Graybeal declared the third session of the
SCC open at 11:00 a.m., welcoming General Ustinov and the members
of the Soviet Component of the SCC to our new facilities.
explained that the new bullding we were in would be the working
location of the US Component of the SCC asgs well ag the US SALT
Delegation, and that the conference room would be used by both
delegations.

He
He said it was hils pleasure to open the Tirst
official meeting for which this beautiful new conference room
Graybeal then introduced all of those present
onn the US sgide, and gave the floor to Ustinov.

Genergl Ustinov delivered a prepared statement expressing
his plcasure at being back al work with the SCC in Geneva,

introducing the members of the Soviet SCC Component, and

brielly summarizing the basic positions of the Soviet side

SECRIT/TXDIS
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Mr, Graybeal thanked Ustinov and said that his statement
would be given careful study. He then delivered his own prepared
statement (Attachment No. 2). In response to several points in
Ustinov's statement, Graybeal inserted the following points as
noted:

At the end of Section II, he added: "In this connection,
noting the remarks you made in your statement, I would like to
re-cmphasize that the US side ccnciders cost to be a secondary
consideration in connection with the procedures we are working
out, compared to the objective of achieving mutually agreed pro-
cedures which meet the security interests of both sides as well
as the various agreed criteria we have set forth."

At the end of Section III, he said: "I would also note that
you referred in your statement to the connection between verifica-
tion by national technical means and the lack of any need to
include prior notification measures in the agreed procedures.

I believe there is mutual agreement, as noted in my November 16,
1973 statement, that prior notification is not, I repeat not,
required for adegquate verification. I believe there is agree-
ment on this point, and I would note that this does not address
the esscnce of the US proposals on prior notification.”

As an introduction to the final sentence of his statement
he said, "I also sharc the belief you expressed that we have
established a tradition of procceding in a direct, frank, and
businesslike manner, and I believe that this has contributed
significantly to the success we have achieved to date. I also
believe that ..."

Mr., Graybcal sald that concluded his remarks at this
opening meeting of the third SUC session, and asked whether
the Soviet side had any further considerations to present.

General Ustinov replied that the Soviet side had nothing
more to add today.

Mr. Graybeal adjourned the meeting at 11:40 a.m.

Attachments:

1. Ustinov Statement
2. Graybeal Statement

&ﬁff

PR

Drafted by:XPDeSimone:bd Approved by: SN Graybed
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USTINOV STATEMENT, April 2, 1974

Mr. Commissioner,

It is with pleasure that the Soviet Component
of the SCC approaches the work of this regular session.
On my own behalf, on behalf of Deputy Commissioner
V. P. Karpov and on behalf of all the staff of the
Soviet Component of the Standing Consultative
Commission, I have the honor of greeting you and
General Georgi and all the members of the U.S.
Component of the SCC.

I would like to introduce the members of the
Soviet Component of the Commission, the composition
of which has undergone some changes. /Ustinov
introduced the members of the Soviet Component of the
SCC;7 In addit&on, as necessary, we may, as before,
call upon some members of the Soviet SALT Delegation
to work with the SCC. éﬁstinov introduced Capt.
Mazerkin and Col. Staroduboﬁ, saying that they were
in this ¢ategory./

T hope that at the third session of the SCC
there will exist between the two Components of the
Commission that same atmosphere of businesslike
cooperation, frankness and desire to find mutually
acceptable solutions, which marked our activity at
the first and second sessions and is becoming

traditional for the SCC.

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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Mr. Commigsioner, the Sovizt Component is
ready to continue ou.s joint work on the preparation
of the draft Protocols and Proccdures governing
replacement, dismantling or destruction, and notifica-
tion thereof, for strateglc offensive arms and ABM
systems. In this we proceed from the premise that
completion, if possible, of this work is the main
task of the current session. In this work the Soviet
‘side will be guided by the letter and the spirit of the
Interim Agreement and the ABM Trcaty concluded between
the Soviet Union and the United States of America.

We arc prepared to conduct this work constructively

in a spirit of seeking mutually acceptable solutions
which would fully correspond to the tasks flowing from
the provisions of the Interim Agreement and the ABM
Treaty.

Dufing the recess we carefully studied the
documents submitted at the .Second Session and consider
basically acceptable those formulations in the draft
Protocols and corresponding Procedures with respect
to which we have achieved agreement. In our view,
these formulations and agreed provisions constitute
a good basis for further progress.

At the same time, Mr. Commissioner, we understand

the complexity of the task of working out the Protocols

7 SECRET-EXDIS :
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and Procedures and take into account those difficulties
and differences which still exist in the matter of
achieving mutually acceptable formulations for
unagreed paragraphs. The existence of these
difficulties demands that we apply maximum efforts
toward finding ways of overcoming them.

In this connection I would like cnce again to
dréw the attention of the U.S. Component of the SCC
to those tenets of principle from which the Soviet
Component of the Commission proceeds in carrying out
this work.

First, we proceed fiom the premise that the
Procedures being worked out must ensure that the
replaced launchers and associated ICBM launch site
facilities, as well as replaced submarines be put in
a condition that precludes the possibility of their
use for launching the corresponding missiles. We
approach in a similar manner the Procedures for
dismantling ABM systems.

Second, the Soviet side attaches great importance
to the matter of carrying out dismantling with minimal
expenditure of effort and funds, as well as to the
possibility of using facilities remaining at ICBM
launch sites and ABM ranges for purposes not inconsistent
with the Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty.

SECRET-1XDI S
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Third, we remain convinced that national
technical means of verification are capable of
verifying with complete confidence and reliability
compliance by the sgides with the obligations assumed
in accordam ce with the Treaty and the Interim Agrce-
ment, as well as in ancordance with the Procedures
being worked out. Therefore, there is no need what-
soever to introduce into the verification process
any sort of additional measures not provided for by
the Treaty or the Interim Agreement, including prior
notification as well.

And finally, fourth, the Soviet side believes
that only those arms which are covered by the Interim
Agreement and the ABM Treaty can be considered in the
dismantling and replecement Procedures, and the SCC
cannot prejudice the nature and content of possible
future agfeements between the USSR and the U.S.

Regarding the methods of our work, the Soviet
side is prepared to discuss the draft documents
article by article or in any other manner which will
most successfully move us toward completion of the work,.

Mr. Commissioner, it seems +to me that successfully
completing the working out of the Protocols and
Procedures governing replacement, dismantling or
destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic

SECRET-FEXDIS
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offensive arms and ABM systems would be a useful
contribution to the implementation of the pProvisions
and tasks of the Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty.

In concluding my statement T would like to
wish the whole Commission success in carrying out at
the third session the tasks placed before it.

Thank you for your attention.
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STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL
April 2, 1974

- Mr. Commissioner, with this first meeting of the
third session of the Standing Consultative Commission,
we resume our efforts to achieve the mutually agreed
procedurecs governing replacement, dismantling or
destruction, and notification thereof for.strategic
offensive arms and for ABM systems and their components
as called for by the Interim Agreement and the ABM
Treaty. Substantiél progress was made during the
Tirst and second sessions of SCC, and a number of
important issues have been resolved. However, at the
conclusion of SCC-II, several important issues were

still unrcsolved., Our assigned work is not yet completed.

The Joint Draft Texts, of November 16, 1973, reflect
the arcecas in our discussions in which we have achieved
preliminary agrcement and, equally as important, the

areas enclosed by brackets indicate the major substantive

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2
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issues still to be resolved. During the rccess, the

US Government has engaged in a thorough examination

of the arecas where disagreement still exists. We have
carefully reviewed our positions and have also analyzed
the p.oposals and rationale which have been presented
by the Soviet side. The US Component proposes that

the SCC continue working out the detalls of agreed
procedures as called for by the ABM Treaty and the
Interim Agrcement. I consider this task to be the
primary purpose of this SCC session. It is understood,
of course, that either side may, as it deems appropriate,
raise any issues which fall within the scope of SCC

responsibilities.

IT

The bracketed portions of the Joint Draft Texts
indicate the issues raised during the first two SCC
sessions on which we were unable to reach agrcecment.
Among those unresolved issues are: the degrce to which
ICBM launchers, SLBM launchers and ballistic missile
submarines, and ABM launchers are to be dismantled or
destroyed; the definition of "modern submarine-launched

"

ballistic missiles; and the use of facilities remaining

at deactivated ICBM gites.
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In this regard, i should like to re-emphasize that
in our view dismantling or destruction procedures must
be in consonance with agreed guidelines. Two of these
impo:”@nt criteria are: first, the procedures must ensurec
that adequate verification can be accomplished by national
technlcal means; and second, the extent of dismantling or
destruction must be such that reactivation time of units
dismantled or destroyed is not substantially less than
the time reguired for new construction. The US side cannot
agree to procedures that do not meet these mutually agreed

criteria.

1171
A large portion of the bracketed language in the

Joint Drarlt Texts concerns the ‘issue of notification.
In our SCC negotiations, the US side has made extensive
efforts to bring the views of the two sides together on
the issue of notification. In our view there has been
no comparable effort by the Soviet side thus far to
help resolve this issue. I would hope that the Soviet
side, baged on its re-examination of this issue during
the recess, is now prepared to move from the rigid
position it has thus far maintsined.
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v
Mr. Commissioner, in summary, I would like to
repeat that the US side proposes to continue our efforts
to reach agreement on Procedures Governing Replacement,

Dismantling or Destruction, and Notification Thereof,

for Strategic Offensive Arms and for ABM Systems and

their Components. Our point of departure should be the
JDTs of November 16, 1973, which were "preliminarily

agrecd by Commissioners" with the understanding that

we are working ad referendum to Governments and that
nothing is agreed until &ll 1s agrced. By procceding
on the basis of frénK discussion of the issues and
taking into account the views and interests‘of both

sldes, we can expect success in that endeavor.
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